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SCRIPTURE  AND  CHURCH   AUTHORIT\   FOR  THE  SIX 
COUNCILS  OF  THE  WHOLE  CHURCH. 


SCRIPTURE   AUTHORITY   FOR  THKM. 

Matt  XVIII.,  17;  "  If  he  neglect  to  hear  the  Church,  let  him  be  unto  thee 
as  a  heathen  man  and  a  publican.'* 

I  Tim.  III.,  15,  "The  Church  of  the  living  Ciod,  the  pillar  and  ground  of 
the  truth." 

CHURCH    AUTHORITY. 
How  they  are  respeBed  among  the  mass  0/ those  who  claim  to  be  Christians, 

I. 
AMONG  THE   REFORMED   COMMUNIONS. 

1.  Tlie  Voice  o/thz  Anglican  Communion  /or  them, 

"Those  Six  Councils  which  were  allowed  and  received  of  all 
MEN,"  (The  Second  Part  of  the  Church  of  England  Homily  Against  Peril  of 
Idolatry  which  is  in  that  Book  of  Homilies  of  which  the  Thirty-Fifth  Article 
teaches  that  it  *'  doth  contain  a  godly  and  wholesome  doBrine^  and  necessary  for 
these  times,'') 

2.  The  American  Presbyterians  on  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils, 

Pius  the  Ninth,  Bishop  of  Rome,  in  an  Encyclical  letter  dated  Sept  13, 

1868,  invited  "all  Protestants"  to  join  the  Roman  Communion  at  the  Vatican 
Council  to  be  held  A.  D.  1869. 

"The  two  General  Assemblies  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  United 
States  of  America"  by  their  Moderators,  M.  W.  Jacobus  and  Ph.  H.  Fowler, 
replied  in  1869,  and  among  other  things  said,  with  reference  to  their  refusal  to 
participate  in  that  Council  of  the  Vatican,  which  began  soon  aher,  on  Dec.  8, 

1869,  as  follows: 

"  It  is  not  because  we  reject  any  article  of  the  Catholic  Faith.  We  are  not 
heretics  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  .  We  regard  as  consistent  with  Scripture  the  doSirinal 
decisions  of  the  first  Six  Ecumenical  Councils;  and  because  of  that  consistency 
we  receive  those  decisions  as  expressing  our  oum  faith.  We  believe  the  do<5lrines 
of  the  Trinity  and  Person  of  Christ,  as  those  do<5irines  are  set  forth  by  the 
Council  of  Nice,  A.  D.  325;  by  that  of  Chalcedon,  A.  D.  451;  and  by  that  of  Con- 
stantinople, A.  D.  680."  Then  follows  an  excellent  summing  up  on  the 
Tpnity  and  on  the  Incarnation  and  Christ's  sole  Mediatorship,  which  agrees 
with  the  Six  Synods,  and  is  found  on  page  5  below.  Then  they  speak  well  of 
the  Third  Ecumenical  Council.  Below  they  condemn  heresies  condemned  by 
necessary  iihplication  by  the  Six  Councils;  that  is,  Transubstantiation,  the 
Roman  do^rine  of  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass,  the  Adoration  of  the  Host,  the  Wor- 
ship of  the  Virgin  Mary,  the  Invocation  of  Saints,  and  the  Worship  of  Images; 
and,  towards  the  end,  well  say, 


"Loyalty  to  Christ,  obedience  to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  coftsistent  respect  for 
the  early  councils  of  the  Churchy  and  the  firm  belief  that  pure  religion  is  the 
foundation  of  all  human  society,  compel  us  to  withdraw  from  fellowship  with 
the  Church  of  Rome. " 

The  utterances  of  the  Continentai,  Rrhormkd,  that  is,  Continentai, 
Presbyterians,  as  well  as  of  the  Lutherans. 

The  Declaration  of  Thorn  approves  the  two  Ecumenical  Creeds,  and  the 
Confessions  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils.     See  pages  156,  157  below. 

3.  As  to  the  views  of  the  Lutherans  on  the  Do^rines  of  the  Six  Ecu- 
menical Councils t  see  further,  below,  pages  128  to  131. 

AMONG  THE  UNREFORMKD  COMMUNIONS. 

I. 
How  the  Greek  Church  commemorates  them. 

'•Be  mindful,  O,  Lord  «  ♦  *  *  of  the  Holy,  Great,  Ecumenical  Six 
Sjmods,  the  First  of  the  Three  Hundred  and  Eighteen  Holy  Fathers  in  Nicaea; 
the  Second  of  the  One  Hundred  and  Fifty  in  Constantinople;  the  Third  of  the 
Two  Hundred  in  Ephesus;  the  Fourth  of  the  Six  Hundred  and  Thirty  in  Clml- 
cedon,"  etc.,  (Diptychs  in  the  Messina  Manuscript,  of  A.  D.  984,  of  the  Greek 
Liturgy  of  St.  James  of  Jerusalem,  in  Assemani's  Codex  Liturgicus  Ecclesiae 
Universae.) 

H. 

How  the  Bishops  of  Rome  formerly  received  than. 

In  the  Indiculum  Pontificis  or  Profession  of  Faith  of  a  Roman  Pontiff  after 
A.  D.  680,  the  date  of  the  r.ixth  Ecumenical  Council,  and  during  Century  VI 11., 
those  Bishops  swore  as  follows: 

**I  WII^I,  KEEP  UNMUTII^ATED,  TO  A  SINGLE   LONG  MARK   OVER  A  VOWEL, 

the  holy  Universal  Councils  also  the  Niaean,  the  Constantinopolitan,  the  first 
Ephesian,  the  Chalcedonian,  and  the  second  Constantinopolitan,  which  was  cel- 
ebrated in  the  times  of  Justinian,  a  prince  of  pious  memory.  And  together  with 
them,  and  with  equal  honor  and  veneration,  I  promise  to  keep,  TO  the  very 
MARROW  AND  FULLY,  the  holy  Sixth  Council  which  lately  assembled  in  the  time 
of  Constantine,  a  prince  of  pious  memory,  and  of  Agatho,  my  apostolic  prede- 
cessor, and  I  promise  in  very  truth  to  proclaim  what  they  have  proclaimed,  and 
with  mouth  and  heart  to  condemn  what  they  have  condemned.  But  if  anything 
shall  arise  against  Canonical  Discipline,  I  promise  to  amend  it,  and  to  guard 
the  sacred  Canons,  and  the  constitutions  of  our  Pontiffs,  as  Divine  and 
Celestial  mandates." 

The  Second  Profession  of  Faith  of  a  Bishop  of  Rome  in  the  end  of  Century 
VII.  and  in  Century  VIII.,  as  given  in  the  Daily  Book  of  the  Roman  Pontiffs^ 
after  a  full  and  excellent  confession  of  do<5lrine,  reads  thus:  , 

"Wherefore,  whomsoever  or  whatsoever  the  holy  Six  Universal  Councils 
have  cast  off,  we  also  smite  with  a  like  condemnation  of  anathema.  But  whom- 
soever or  whatsoever  the  same  Six  Holy  Councils  received,  we,  as  sheers  of  the 
right  faith,  receive,  and,  with  the  same  reverence,  venerate  with  mouth  and 
heart." 

This  language  is  general  and  absolute.     It  excepts  nothing. 


Authoritative  Cheistianity. 


THK  FIRST  ECUMENICAL  COUNCIL;  THAT  IS,  THE  FIRST  COUNCIL 

OF  THE  WHOLE   CHRISTIAN  WORLD,   WHICH   WAS 

HELD  A.  D.  325  AT  NICAEA  IN  BITHYNLA. 


.      I. 

WHICH  CONTAINS  ALL  ITS  UNDISPUTED  REMAINS  IN  GREEK  AND 

ENGLISH ;  THE  ENGLISH  TRANSLATION. 

—  BY  — 


^*  If  he  neglect  to  hear  the  Church,  let  him  be  unto  thee  as  a  heathen  man  and  a 
publican.  Verily  I  say  unto  you,  U'hatsoei'er  ye  shall  bind  on  earth  shall 
be  bound  in  heaven;  and  whatsoever  ye  shall  loose  on  earth  shall  be  loosed 
in  heaven/'^Uati.  XVIIL,  17,  18. 

ChrUt's  utterance  to  the  whole  body  of  His  Ai>ostles,  not  to  one  of  them  alone ;  and 
through  them  to  their  succefvsors  the  sound  God-aloue  worshipping,  anti-creature  invoking 
and  anti-image  worshipping  Bishops  (and  to  no  idolatrous  Bishops,  who  cannot  be  saved,  (/. 
Cor.  I '/,,  9,  lo;  Gal.  T.,  ig,  jo,  2/,  and  Reif.  A'.V/.,  S),-  and  to  sound  Bishops  only  He  has  prom- 
ised His  Holy  Spirit  "  forever"  to  guide  them  into  all  "truth,"  C/oAw  XIl^.,  16,  i-,:  John  XVI.^ 
/J)/  with  whom  He  has  promised  to  be  in  teaching  not  for  one  age  only  but  "  cdways,  ev«a 
unto  the  end  of  the  world.  Amen,"  (.Vo//.  XXVIII. ^  /9,  a?),-  and  only  where  they  govern 
according  to  the  VI.  Synods  in  all  things,  is  the  Church  now,  in  the  full  sense,  as  in  the 
Apostles'  days,  "the  pillar  and  ground  of  the  truth."  (/.  Tim.  III.,  /?).  And  no  other  than 
they  have  any  right  to  teach  and  rule;  for  the  decisions  of  those  Synods  depose  all  others. 
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DEDICATION  OF  THIS  VOLUME 

a 

— TO — 

THE  TWO   GREAT  ENGLISH-SPEA^KING   NATIONS, 

WHO  AMIDST  MANY  FAULTS  AND  FAILINGS, 

HAVE  NEVERTHELESS  FOR  CENTURIES  BEEN  ZEALOUS  TO  PERIL 

LIFE  AND  TREASURE   FOR  THE  CHIEF  TRUTH   OF  THE 

CHRISTIAN    RELIGION    THAT    ALL   WORSHIP 

IS  PREROGATIVE  TO   GOD   ALONE 

(Matt.  IV.,  lo); 

FOR    WHICH    HE    IN    RETURN    HAS    GIVEN    THEM    VICTORY    ON 

FIELD    AND    FLOOD,    AND    VAST    EMPIRE    AND 

WEALTH   AND  ALL  BLESSINGS. 


MAY  THEY  NOT  DEGENERATE  AND  LOSE  THEM. 


}-^  \j  xz:^  <^-\ 


PREFACE. 

Ours  is  an  age  of  agitation  of  inquiry,  and  of  sifting;  aye,  of 
changes,  some  for  the  better,  others  for  the  worse.  The  agitations 
have  reached  even  the  Greek  communion,  and  some  at  least  in  it  are 
growing  weary  of  the  abuses,  of  the  superstitions,  and  of  the  idolatry 
and  creature- worship  of  the  middle  ages.  To  some  extent  the  same 
is  true  of  the  Roman  Communion,  though  its  strong  government,  like 
that  of  the  Orientals,  represses  the  outward  manifestation  of  dissent. 
In  the  Nestorian  Communion,  and  in  that  of  the  Monophysites,  there 
are  some  few  signs  of  a  leaning,  on  the  part  of  some  at  least,  to  Or- 
thodoxy. In  the  Protestant  world  the  agitation  is  widespread,  and 
the  changes  are  many.  In  the  Anglican  Communion  especially  the 
old  foundations  are  broken  up,  and  we  see  three  parties  at  least  in  its 
pale,  instead  of  the  old  High  and  Low : 

1.  A  party  professing  to  hold  to  the  Trinity,  the  Atonement,  to 
the  truth  that  God  alone  is  to  be  worshipped,  and  to  the  other  tenets 
of  its  Reformed  faith;  and,  more  or  less,  to  the  Six  Synods. 

2.  A  distincflly  idolatrizing,  creature-worshipping  and  Roman- 
izing party;  and  so  an  Anti-Six  Synods  party; 

3.  A  distindlly  infidelizing  party;  and,  perhaps,  we  may  add, 

4.  A  distinctly  Methodistic  party  or  parties,  who  are  united  in 
the  grievous  error  of  putting  feeling  for  faith,  denying  the  necessary 
connedlion  of  regeneration  with  baptism,  and  making  the  rebirth  to 
be  merely  a  quickening  of  the  Holy  Ghost  in  the  heart  in  non-infant 
years,  and  that  without  any  baptism  at  all.  This  heresy  has  become 
more  prevalent  since  the  ancient,  and  still  rubrical  dipping  has  been 
laid  aside,  and  with  it  that  baptismal  emersion,  which  the  ancients 
deemed  the  rebirth  itself  (*).  As  a  result  of  such  errors  of  ignorance, 
which  alas!  dominate  our  land,  of  the  fifty-five  millions  of  Protestants 
in  this  land  only  about  thirteen  millions  are  regarded  as  members  of 
any  Church,  and  millions  of  them  are  without  anything  that  is  called 
baptism,  and  crowds  of  them  are  daily  dying  unbaptized,  and  without 
hope.  Rome's  forces  in  the  fight  are  united;  but  those  of  Protestant- 
ism are  fighting  endlessly  among  themselves. 

(*).  So  St.  Justin  the  Martyr,  soon  after  the  Apostles,  in  Se<ftions  LXXIX. 
and  LXXX.  of  his  First  Apology;  Hippolytus  on  the  Holy  Theophany,  SeAion 
X.;  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  Le<5lure  XX.,  Chapter  IV.,  etc.  See  ChrystaPs  History 
of  the  Modes  of  Baptism,  pages  59,  60,  62,  63,  70  and  71. 


ii  Preface. 

The  Anglican  Communion,  owing  to  the  terrible  sin  of  its  mainly 
married  episcopate,  who  shirk  their  bounden  duties  to  depose  heretics 
and  to  excommunicate  them,  and  owing  also  to  the  too  little  power 
in  their  hands  to  enforce  any  do<5lrine  or  discipline  or  rite,  and  owing 
to  the  temporal  power*s  interference  with  sound  men,  is  a  wreck,  and 
multitudes  of  its  people  have  left  it  for  other  forms  of  Protestantism, 
and  some  for  Rome.  The  Lutherans  and  the  Reformed  on  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe  have,  in  places,  sunk  so  low  as  to  deny  the  Trinity, 
the  Atonement,  and  other  fundamental  docflrines  of  the  Faith.  In 
our  own  country  and  in  England  non-Episcopal  Protestantism  has 
been  rent  into  about  one  hundred  and  thirty  differing  and  warring 
sedls,  some  of  them  holding  to  much  of  Orthodox  truth,  while  others 
like  the  opponents  of  infant-baptism,  the  Universalists,  and  the  Anti- 
Trinitarians  are  in  fact  enemies  of  Christ  and  of  his  Church  and  his 
Religion. 

This  book  and  this  series  are  an  Irenicon  and  a  Guide  to  Ecu- 
menical Orthodoxy  at  the  same  time. 

We  begin  with  this  volume  of  Nicaea  which  contains  all  its 
Geyiuine  Documents. 

It  will  be  followed  in  due  time,  if  means  be, given  us  to  publish 
with,  by  another  volume  or  volumes  which  will  contain, 

1.  The  matter  on  Nicaea,  which  has  been  doubted  hy  some;  and 

2.  That  which  is  confessedly  spurious. 

Probably  there  will  be  two  or  three  more  volumes  on  Nicaea;  one 
of  which  will  contain  information  and  references  on  its  Twenty 
Canons;  and  that,  or  another  volume  on  Nicaea,  will  contain  a  Dis- 
sertation on  the  Attempt  of  Rome  in  the  Fifth  Century  to  obtain  Ap- 
pellate Jurisdiiftion  over  the  provinces  of  Latin  Africa  and  the  resist- 
ance of  Carthage  and  its  suffragans  to  that  attempt  at  usurpation. 

One  volume  of  Nicaea  will  contain  another  long  Dissertation  on 
the  meaning  of  the  following  remarkable  words  in  the  Creed  of  Nicaea, 
which  have  so  engaged  the  attention  of  Theologians: 

**  The  Universal  ayid  Apostolic  Church  anathematizes  those  who  say 
that  ^  ^  ^  the  Son  of  God  *  *  *  was  not  before  He  was 
bom,'' 

In  that  Dissertation  an  account  will  be  given  of  the  differences 
among  the  Ante-Nicene  and  some  later  Christian  writers,  who,  while 
holding  the  Orthodox  tenet  that  the  Logos  is  co-eternal  and  consub- 


Preface,  in 

stantial  with  the  Father,  nevertheless  differed  as  to  when  He  was 
bom  out  of  the  Father;  some,  like  Origen  and  Athanasius  and  the 
Alexandrian  School  after  them,  asserting  that  He  was  eternally  bom 
out  of  the  Father;  whereas,  others,  like  St.  Justin  the  Martyr,  St. 
Theophilus,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  and  seemingly  all  the  Ante-Nicene 
writers  outside  of  the  jurisdiAion  of  Alexandria  held  that  He  was 
bom  out  of  Him,  not  eternally,  but  only  just  before  the  worlds  were 
made  and  to  make  them.  St.  Zeno  of  Verona,  in  the  Post  Nicene 
period,  held  that  view  as  we  shall  see.  St.  Theophilus  of  Antioch, 
in  accordance  with  this  dodlrine,  teaches  that  the  consubstantial 
Logos  was  eternally  in  the  Father,  that  is  that  He  was  the  Kndia- 
thetic  Logos  till  just  before  the  worlds  were  made,  when  to  make 
them  He  was  bom  out  of  Him,  and  so  became  the  Prophoric  Logos, 
that  is  the  Bome-Forih  Logos,  Yet,  whether  Endiaihetic,  that  is 
within  the  Father,  or  Prophoric,  that  is  Bome-Forth  out  of  Him,  He 
was  etemally  co-eternal  and  consubstantial  with  the  Father.  So  that 
both  parties  held  that  He  is  no  creature,  but  very  and  eternal  God.  I 
will  endeavor  to  give  in  full  every  Ante-Nicene  passage  which  repre- 
sents St.  Theophilus'  dodlrine,  and  to  quote  St.  Zeno  of  Verona  after 
Nicaea.  An  account  of  Origen  *s  opinions  on  that  matter  and  of  St. 
Athanasius*  will  be  added. 

Another  Dissertation  in  one  of  the  volumes  on  Nicaea  will  treat 
of  the  differences  among  the  ancient  Christians  as  to  whether  God 
has  a  body  or  not;  and  passages  from  them  on  it  will  be  quoted;  as, 
for  instance,  TertuUian  will  be  quoted  for  it,  and  Socrates  against  it; 
and  an  account  will  be  given  of  the  diflSculty  between  St.  Theophilus 
of  Alexandria,  and  the  majority  of  his  monks  on  that  theme,  and  of 
the  variance  on  it  between  St.  Epiphanius  and  St.  Theophilus,  and 
afterwards  between  them  and  John  Chrysostom,  Bishop  of  Constan- 
tinople. We  will,  in  the  same  Dissertation,  treat  of  that  question  as 
bearing  on  the  teaching  of  the  Nicene  Creed  that  the  Consubstantial 
Logos  has  aAually  come  * '  out  of  the  Father,  that  is  out  of  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Father,  *  *  *  very  God  out  of  very  God.''  We 
will  inquire  also  in  that  connexion  whether  any  of  the  Six  Ecumen- 
ical Synods  have  decided  any  thing  on  such  matters. 

Of  course  the  first  volume  of  any  set  like  this  must  contain 
much  preliminary  and  explanatory  matter.  But  when  we  come  to 
the  Third  Ecumenical  Council,  the  Fourth,  the  Fifth,  and  the  Sixth, 
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the  AAs,  that  is  Minutes,  will  make  up  a  large  part  of  the  volumes. 
The  Minutes  of  the  First  and  the  Second  are  lost,  though  happily 
their  Decisions  remain. 

And  we  hope  that  the  Dissertations  and  the  Notes  and  Prefatory 
Matter  found  in  the  different  volumes  of  the  series  will  prove  both  \ 
acceptable  and  useful  to  every  Orthodox  reader.  And  for  the  success 
of  our  effort  to  put  the  Sole  Decisions  of  the  whole  Church  before 
the  Christian  public  I  ask  the  sympathy,  the  prayers,  the  contribu- 
tions, and  the  aAive  co-work  of  every  soul  who  is  true  and  loyal  to 
Christ  and  His  Holy  Church. 

In  this  volume,  in  the  first  two  chapters,  I  have  shown  how  far 
the  different  Communions,  West  and  East,  claiming  to  be  Christian, 
stand  committed  to  the  Six  Synods  and  to  their  Do<5lrines,  Discipline 
and  Rites. 

In  Chapter  III.  I  show  that  Arianism  was  a  distin<5l  return  to 
the  fundamental  pagan  and  anti^Christian  errors  of  Polytheism  and 
Creature-Worship;  and  that  St.  Athanasius  and  St.  Epiphaiiius  and 
others  of  the  Orthodox  so  regarded  it.  I  have  quoted  quite  a  num- 
ber of  passages  from  the  works  of  some  of  the  Orthodox  to  that 
eflfect.     If  space  permitted,  I  could  give  more  from  others. 

In  Chapter  IV.,  I  have  given  an  account,  from  the  original 
sources,  of  the  Council  itself. 

Chapter  V.  contains  important  Documents  which  bear  on  the 
Synod. 

Chapter  VI.  treats  of  its  Synodal  Letter; 

Chapter  VII.  of  its  Creed;  and 

Chapter  VIII.  of  its  Canons. 

The  Letter,  the  Creed,  and  the  Canons,  are  given  in  Greek  and 
English.    The  indexes  follow. 

I  can  not  close  this  Preface  without  expressing  my  heartfelt  and 
deep  gratitude  to  Almighty  God  that  he  allows  me  to  put  to  press 
this  first  volume  of  a  series  of  perhaps  twelve  or  fifteen  volumes, 
which  I  began,  at  least,  as  far  back  as  1864,  and  on  which  I  have 
labored  in  winter's  cold  and  summer's  heat,  till  my  hair  and  beard 
are  growing  gray  in  my  task  for  God.  Of  late  years  my  income,  never 
large,  has  become  so  small  that  but  for  the  aid  of  kind  friends,  to 
whom  I  here  express  my  warmest  thanks,  I  could  not  publish  even 
this  one  volume.     Two  or  three  volumes,  comprising  all  the  inesti- 
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mably  precious  Adls,  that  is  Minutes,  of  the  Third  Ecumenical  Coun- 
cil, so  valuable  to  every  theological  student,  have  been  ready  for  the 
press  for  years.  God  move  the  hearts  of  His  servants  to  publish 
them!  They  are  the  first  translation  of  them  all  into  English.  I  pray 
God  the  Father  that  I  may  be  spared  by  His  mercy  for  his  adorable 
Son's  sake  to  see  all  the  English  of  the  Six  Councils  in  print,  and 
enlightening  and  blessing  his  people  before  I  die. 

Before  closing,  I  ought,  in  justice  to  the  donors  to  the  Publica- 
tion Fund  for  the  Six  Councils  to  state  that  for  all  opinions  expressed 
in  this  work  I  alone  am  responsible.  As  the  donors  belong  to  differ- 
ent parties  in  the  Anglican  Communion,  some  of  them  would  diflFer 
from  some  of  them  as  they  differ  from  each  other. 

I  here  gratefully  acknowledge  my  great  indebtedness  to  their  aid. 
They  are: 

Right  Rkv.  HENRY  CODMAN  POTTER,  D.  D.,  LL.  D.,  Bishop  of  New  York. 

Right  Rkv.  WILLIAM  PARET,  D.  D.,  LL.  D., Bishop  of  Maryland. 

Right  Rkv.  BOYD  VINCENT,  D.  D., Assistant  Bishop  of  Southern  Ohio. 

Rkv.  morgan  DIX,  D.  D.,  D.  C.  L., New  York  City. 

RKV.  JOHN  W.  BROWN,  S.  T.  D., " 

Rkv.  JOHN  HENRY  HOPKINS,  S.  T.  D., 

Rkv.  D.  PARKER  MORGAN,  D.  D.,-- .. 

Rkv.  D.  H.  GREER,  D.  D., «' 

Rkv.  CHAUNCEY  B.  BREWSTER, Brooklyn,  New  York. 

Rkv.  R.  H.  L.  TIGHE, 

R-KV.  L  NEWTON  STANGER,  D.  D., New  York  City. 

Rkv.  GEORGE  R.  VAN  DE  WATER,  D.  D., *•        ••       " 

Rkv.  CORNELIUS  B.  SMITH,  D.  D.,_. " 

Rkv.  JAMES  MULCHAHEY,  D.  D., '* 

RKV.  ARTHUR  BROOKS, " 

RKV.  H.  Y.  SATTERLEE,  D.  D., .   '« 

RKV.  ISAAC  H.  TUTTLE,  D.  D., ''         "        •* 

Rkv.  PHILIP  a.  H.  BROWN,-- **        " 

RKV.  THOMAS  M.  PETERS,  D.  D., *' 

Rkv.  E.  WINCHESTER  DONALD,  D.  D., •* 

Mr.  FRANCIS  GURNEY  DU  PONT, 1 Wilmington,  Del. 

Mr.  JAMES  FLEMMING,  Esq.,  Counselor-at-Law -Jersey  City,  N.  J. 

I  deem  it  just  to  myself,  and  necessary,  to  add  also  that  I  have 
aimed  in  all  my  expressions  to  follow  closely  and  striAly. 

1.  All  the  Do<5lrine,  Discipline  Rite  and  Custom  of  the  Six  Ecu- 
menical Councils;  and, 

2.  Where  they  have  not  spoken,  to  follow  just  as  closely  and 
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just  as  striAly,  according  to  Vincent  of  Lerins*  saying,  all  in  Doc- 
trine, Discipline,  Rite  and  Custom  which  has  been  held  *  *  Always,  every 
where,  and  by  ally  Those  two  principles  condemn  the  Host  Wor- 
ship, the  image  worship,  the  invocation  of  creatures,  and  all  the  other 
errors  on  Dodtrine,  Discipline,  Rite  and  Custom,  of  Rome,  and  of  the 
Orient,  as  well  as  all  the  heresies  of  those  so-called  Protestant  writers 
and  speakers,  who  are  really  infidelizing  and  anarchizing,  and  pro- 
test much  oftener  against  the  inspiration  of  Holy  Scripture,  and  its 
great  dodlrines  enshrined  in  the  Decisions  of  the  Six  Councils,  and 
against  what  is  best  and  most  primitive  in  the  Anglican  Reformation 
of  the  sixteenth  century,  than  they  do  against  the  soul-damning 
idolatry  of  Rome,  and  the  equally  soul-destroying  unbelief  of  the 
Christ-rejeAing  and  Christianity-hating  Jews. 
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CHAPTER  I.— Introduction. 


A    BRIEF    ACCOUNT    OP    THE   SIX    ECUMENICAL    COUNCILS   OP   THE 

UNDIVIDED  CHURCH. 


CONTENTS. 

What  they  are  : 

z.      Their  authority  and  reception   in   different  Co7nmunions, 

2,     How  their  doHrines  are  regarded  by   Trinitarian  Scholars, 

J.     How  they  compare  in   importance   with  local  Councils  and 
tlie  fnere   Opinio7is  of  Individual    Writers, 

4,.      What  part  of  them   has   been   translated  into  English, 

5.  Their  value  to  the  mere  historic  student^  and  to  the  man 
who  does  not  profess  Christianity, 

6.  To  what  extent  tlieir  AHs  are  well  and  thorotighly  known. 

7.  ProspeHus  of  this  work. 

They  are : 

I.— NICE  a,  a.  D.  325. 
II.— FIRST  CONSTANTINOPLE,  A.  D.  381. 
IIL— EPHESUS,  A.  D.  431. 

IV.— CHALCEDON,  A.  D.  451. 
v.— SECOND  CONSTANTINOPLE,  A.  D.  553. 
VL— THIRD  CONSTANTINOPLE,  A.  D.  680. 


2  Chapter  L 

Wfiat  are  those  Synods  f     What  is  their  Authority  and  Reception  f 

I.  They  are  the  only  Councils  of  the  Catholic,  that  is  Universal 
Church,  which  the  learned  men  of  the  Greek,  the  I^tin,  and  the 
Anglican  Communion  agree  to  be  binding.  The  Anglican  rejects 
that  of  Nicaea,  A.  D.,  787;  the  Latin  rejects  some  things  in  it 
and  receives  others;  and  the  Greek  rejects  all  Councils  held  in 
the  West  since  the  division  of  the  Universal  Church  in  the  ninth 
century,  as  merely  Western  and  local.  But  the  Greek  professes 
to  receive  the  whole  of  the  Six  before  the  division;  the  Latin  pro- 
fesses to  receive  them  with  the  exception  of  some  few  of  their  canons, 
and  the  Anglican  Church  in  the  second  part  of  the  Homily  Against 
Peril  of  Idolatry^  speaks  of  them  as,  **  Those  Six  Councils  which  were 
ALLOWED  AND  RECEIVED  OP  ALL  MEN.**  And  its  thirty-fifth  Article 
states  that  the  Book  of  Homilies,  which  contains  it,  ^'  doth  contain  a 
godly  and  wholesome  doctrine  and  necessary  for  tJuse  times  ^  and  therefore 
we  judge  them  to  be  read  in  Churches  by  the  Ministers,  diligently 
and  distinctly,  that  they  may  be  understanded  of  the  people/* 

Those  three  Communions  contain  about  three-quarters  of  all  who 
profess  to  be  Christians;  and  their  scholars  agree  (A)  in  regarding 
them  as  of  Ecumaiical  authority^  and  bindifig, 

(B)  Their  scholars  also  agree  that  any  later  decision  on  dogma 
which  contravenes  them  or  any  of  them  is  ipso  facto  erroneous  and 
NULL  and  VOID. 

(C)  Their  scholars  agree  that  in  accordance  with  Christ's  prom- 
ises of  guidance  by  His  Spirit  to  the  Apostles  and  their  successors  in 
the  Episcopate,  those  Six  Councils  had  the  special  help  of  the  Holy 
Ghost  to  guide  them  into  truth;  and  most  of  them  would  regard  their 
decisions  as  infallible. 

Such  passages  are  Matthew  xxviii.,  19,  20;  John  xiv.,  16,  17,  18, 
26;  John  XV.,  26;  and  John  xvi.,  7-17;  and  Matthew  xviii.,  17,  18. 
Compare  I.  Tim.  3,  16. 

The  Lutheran  and  the  Presbyterian  reformers  of  the  sixteenth 
century  spoke  in  terms  of  respect  of  the  decisions  of  the  Six  Ecumeni- 
cal Cotmdls  on  the  dogmas  of  the  Trinity  and  of  the  Incarnation,  and 
embodied  them  largely  in  se?ise  in  their  Formularies;  though  they 
would  not  of  course  receive  their  canons,  at  least  not  all  of  them. 
They  did  not,  however,  fully  understand  them,  for  in  the  sixteenth 
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century  they  were  not  critically  known.  Hence  Luther  misunder- 
stood the  Third  Ecumenical  Synod  and  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria, 
and  so  did  injustice  to  them  both.  Yet  in  our  time  as  more  accurate 
information  has  spread  regarding  them,  one  finds  occasionally  an 
utterance  which  contains  much  that  is  very  good,  though  we  can  not 
agree  with  every  sentiment  in  it.  For  instance,  the  New  York 
Tribune  of  Saturday,  September  ii,  1869,  has  the  following  on  a 
document  which,  as  representing  so  large  a  body  as  it  does,  is 
quite  important  so  far  as  showing,  not  entire,  but  a  certain  amount 
of  respect  for  the  Six  Synods.  I  quote  the  whole  of  the  Tribune 
article;  it  is  as  follows: 


( i 


THE   AMERICAN   PRESBYTERIANS   AND  THE   ROMAN    COUNCIL. 


**The  two  General  Assemblies  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in 
the  United  States,  which  met  in  this  city  last  May,  commissioned 
their  Moderators  to  draft  a  reply  to  the  Pope's  invitation  to  all 
Protestants  to  embrace  the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  approaching 
Council,  to  return  to  communion  with  the  Roman  Church.  This 
reply  has  just  been  made  public.  //  sets  out  by  declaring  that 
the  Pfcsbytcrians  are  not  heretics,  because  tJiey  receive  all  the  doc- 
trines contained  in  the  Apostles'  Creed,  and  set  forth  by  the  first 
six  general  councils.  Neither  are  they  schismatics,  for  they 
believe  in  the  true  Catholic  unity,  recognize  as  members  of  the 
visible  Church  all  who  profess  the  true  religion,  and  are  willing 
to  maintain  communion  with  them  provided  they  do  not  exact  as 
a  condition  the  profession  or  performance  of  anything  contrary  to 
the  Word  of  God.  They  cannot  consent,  however,  to  participate 
in  the  deliberations  of  the  Council,  or  comply  with  the  Pope's  invita- 
tion, because  they  hold  the  following  principles  which  the  Church  of 
Rome  condemns:  i.  That  the  Bible  is  the  only  rule  of  faith. 
2.  The  right  of  private  judgment.  3.  The  universal  priesthood 
of  believers.  4.  That  the  Apostleship  is  not  perpetual,  that  modem 
prelates  have  no  authority  to  teach  or  rule  the  Church,  and  that  the 
Bishop  of  Rome  has  no  valid  claim  to  supremacy,  Christ  alone  being 
the  head  of  the  Church.  *As  the  Church  of  Rome,*  continues  the 
reply,  *  excommunicates  all  those  who  profess  the  principles  above 
enumerated  ;  as  we  regard  these  principles  to  be  of  vital  importance, 
and  intend  to  assert  them  more  earnestly  than  ever ;  as  God  appears 
to  have  given  His  seal  and  sandlion  to  these  principles  by  making 
the  countries  where  they  are  held  the  leaders  of  civilization — the 
most  eminent  for  liberty,  order,  intelligence,  and  all  forms  of  private 
and  social  prosperity — it  is  evident  that  the  barrier  between  us  and 
you  is,  at  present,  insurmountable.*      The  document  also  contains 
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a  temperate  protest  against  the  dcxftrines  of  transubstantiation  and 
the  sacrifice  of  the  mass,  the  adoration  of  the  host,  the  power  of 
judicial  absolution,  the  grace  of  orders,  purgatory,  the  worship  of  the 
Virgin  Mary  and  of  images,  the  invocation  of  Saints,  the  doArine  of 
reserve  and  of  implicit  faith  and  the  consequence  of  withholding 
the  Scriptures  from  the  people,  etc.,  and  concludes  as  follows: 
*  While  loyalty  to  Christ,  obedience  to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  con- 
sisteni  respect  for  the  early  Councils  of  the  Churchy  and  the  firm 
belief  that  pure  ** religion  is  the  foundation  of  all  human  society,** 
compel  us  to  withdraw  from  fellowship  with  the  Church  of  Rome; 
we,  nevertheless,  desire  to  live  in  charity  with  all  men.  We  love 
all  who.  love  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  in  sincerity.  We  cordially 
recognize  as  Christian  brethren  all  who  worship,  trust,  and  serve 
Him  as  their  God  and  Saviour  according  to  the  inspired  Word.  And 
we  hope  to  be  united  in  heaven  with  all  who  unite  with  us  on  earth, 
in  saying,  **Unto  Him  who  loved  us,  and  washed  us  from  our  sins  in 
His  own  blood,  and  hath  made  us  kings  and  priests  unto  God;  to 
Him  be  glory  and  dominion  forever  and  ever.      Amen." — Rev.  i.,  6. 

**  *  Signed  in  behalf  of  the  two  General  Assemblies  of  the  Presby- 
terian Church  in  the  United  States  of  America.' 

M.  W.  Jacobus,  - 

Ph.  H.  Fowler, 

Moderators. ' ' 

The  following  is  the  part  of  the  utterance  of  the  American 
Presbyterians,  which  bears  on  the  topic  of  the  Six  Councils.  I 
give  it  with  much  of  the  context  for  fuller  information,  as  I  find 
it  in  the  Presbyterian  weekly,  called  The  Evangelist,  of  New  York, 
of  September  9,  1869  : 

"TO   PIUS   THE   NINTH — BISHOP  OF   ROME. 

•*In  your  Encyclical  Letter,  dated  Sept.  13,  1868,  you  invite 
*all  Protestants'  to  *  embrace  the  opportunity*  presented  by  the 
Council  summoned  to  meet  in  the  City  of  Rome  during  the  month  of 
December  of  the  current  year,  to  *  return  to  the  one  only  fold,' 
intending  thereby,  as  the  connedlion  implies,  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  That  letter  has  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  two 
General  Assemblies  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  United  States 
of  America.  Those  Assemblies  represent  nearly  five  thousand 
ministers  of  the  gospel,  and  a  still  larger  number  of  Christian 
congregations. 

**  Believing,  as  we  do,  that  it  is  the  will  of  Christ  that  His 
Church  on  earth  should  be  one ;  and  recognizing  the  duty  of  doing  all 
we  consistently  can  to  promote  Christian  charity  and  fellowship,  we 
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deem  it  right  to  say  in  few  words  why  we  cannot  comply  with  ^  ^ur 
invitation,  or  participate  in  the  deliberations  of  the  approaching 
Council. 

*  *  It  is  not  because  we  reject  any  article  of  the  Catholic  faith.  We 
are  not  heretics;  we  receive  all  the  dodlrines  contained  in  the  ancient 
Symbol  known  as  the  Apostles*  Creed  ;  we  regard  as  consistent  with 
Scripture  the  do5lrinal  decisions  of  the  first  Six  Ecumenical  Councils  ; 
and  because  of  that  consistency  we  receive  those  decisions  as  expressing 
our  own  faith.  We  believe  the  doctrines  of  the  Trinity  and  Person 
of  Christ,  as  those  doHrines  are  set  forth  by  the  Council  of  Nice ,  A,  D, 
325:  by  that  of  Chalcedon,  A,  D,  4.51;  and  by  that  of  Constantinople, 
A,  D.  680.  With  the  whole  Catholic  Church,  therefore,  we  believe 
that  there  are  three  persons  in  the  Godhead :  the  Father,  the  Son, 
and  the  Holy  Ghost ;  and  that  these  three  are  one  God,  the  same 
in  substance,  and  equal  in  power  and  glory. 

* '  We  believe  that  the  Eternal  Son  of  God  became  man  by  taking 
to  Himself  a  true  body  and  a  reasonable  soul ;  and  so  was,  and 
continues  to  be,  both  God  and  man,  in  two  distindl  natures,  and  one 
Person  forever.  We  believe  that  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ  is 
the  Prophet  of  God,  whose  teachings  we  are  bound  to  receive,  and  in 
whose  promises  we  confide.  He  is  the  High  Priest  of  our  profession, 
whose  infinitely  meritorious  satisfadlion  to  divine  justice,  and  whose 
ever  prevalent  inter^ssion  is  the  only  ground  of  our  justification  and 
acceptance  before  God.  He  is  our  King,  to  whom  our  allegiance 
is  due,  not  only  as  His  creatures,  but  as  the  purchase  of  His  blood. 
To  His  authority  we  submit;  in  His  care  we  trust;  and  to  His 
service  we  and  all  creatures  in  heaven  and  earth  should  be  devoted. 

' '  We  believe,  moreover,  all  those  do<5lrines  concerning  sin,  grace, 
and  predestination,  known  in  history  as  Augustinian.  Those  doc- 
trines were  sandlioned  by  the  Council  of  Carthage,  A.  D.  416;  by 
a  more  general  Council  in  the  same  place,  A.  D.  418;  by  Zosimus, 
Bishop  of  Rome,  A.  D.  418  ;  and  by  the  third  Ecumenical  Council  at 
Ephesus,  A.  D.  431.  It  is  impossible,  therefore,  that  we  should 
be  pronounced  heretical  without  including  the  whole  ancient  Church 
in  the  same  condemnation.  We  not  only  *  glory  in  the  name  of 
Christians,  but  profess  the  true  faith  of  Christ,  and  follow  the  com- 
munion of  the  Catholic  Church.'  Still  further  to  quote  your  own 
words,  'Truth  must  continue  ever  stable  and  not  subject  to  any 
change.'  " 

At  the  end  of  this  document  they  refer  to  certain  errors  which 
are  really  condemned  by  the  Six  Councils.     I  italicize  them  : 

**  Although  this  letter  is  not  intended  to  be  either  objurgatory  or 
controversial,  it  is  known  to  all  the  world,  that  there  are  dodlrines 
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and  usages  of  the  Church  over  which  you  preside,  which  Protest- 
ants believe  to  be  not  only  unscriptural,  but  contrary  to  the  faith 
and  practice  of  the  early  Church.  Some  of  those  do<5lrines  and 
usages  are  the  following,  viz.:  The  do5lrine  of  transubstantiation  and 
the  sacrifice  of  the  mass ;  the  adoration  of  the  host ;  the  power  of 
judicial  absolution  (which  places  the  salvation  of  the  people  in  the 
hands  of  the  priests);  the  doArine  of  the  grace  of  orders,  that  is. 
that  supernatural  power  and  influence  are  conferred  in  ordination 
by  the  imposition  of  hands;  the  dodlrine  of  purgatory;  the  worship 
of  the  Virgin  Mary;  the  invocation  of  saints;  the  worship  of  images; 
the  do<5lrine  of  reserve  and  of  implicit  faith,  and  the  consequent 
withholding  the  Scriptures  from  the  people,  etc. 

**So  long  as  the  profession  of  such  docflrines  and  submission  to 
such  usages  are  required,  it  is  obvious  that  there  is  an  impassable 
gulf  between  us  and  the  Church  by  which  such  demands  are  made. 

"While  loyalty  to  Christ,  obedience  to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  con- 
sistent respe<5l  for  the  early  Councils  of  the  Church,  and  the  firm 
belief  that  pure  *  religion  is  the  foundation  of  all  human  society/ 
compel  us  to  withdraw  from  fellowship  with  the  Church  of  Rome  ; 
we,  nevertheless,  desire  to  live  in  charity  with  all  men.  We  love  all 
who  love  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  in  sincerity.  We  cordially  recognize 
as  Christian  brethren  all  who  worship,  trust  and  serve  Him  as  their 
God  and  Saviour  according  to  the  inspired  Word.  And  we  hope  to 
be  united  in  heaven  with  all  who  unite  with  us  on  earth,  in  saying, 
*Unto  Him  who  loved  us,  and  washed  us  from  our  sins  in  His  own 
blood,  and  hath  made  us  kings  and  priests  unto  God;  to  Him  be 
glory  and  dominion  forever  and  ever.     Amen.' — Rev.  i.,  6. 

** Signed  in  behalf  of  the  two  General  Assemblies  of  the  Presby- 
terian Church  in  the  United  States  of  America. 

M.  W.  Jacobus, 
Ph.  H.  Fowler, 

Moderators, ' ' 

The  issue  of  The  Evangelist  for  September  ii,  1869,  which  con- 
tains the  above,  has  the  following  editorial  on  it: 


i  t 


PRESBYTERIANS  AND  THE   POPE. 


**  We  publish  this  week  a  letter  addressed  'To  Pius  the  Ninth, 
Bishop  op  Rome,*  in  the  name  of  the  two  General  Assemblies  which 
met  in  this  city  last  May.  At  the  first  blush  the  writing  of  such  a 
letter  might  seem  to  be  a  superfluous  labor,  an  officious  and  almost 
impertinent  intrusion  upon  one  who  considers  himself  the  head  of  the 
Christian  World.  But  any  such  impression  is  removed  by  considering 
that  the  first  motion  did  not  come  from  us,  but  from  him;  and  that 
however  august  a  personage  he  may  be,  inasmuch  as  he  has  made  a 
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formal  communication  to  us,  it  is  on  our  part  but  civil  to  reply.  One 
year  ago  the  Pope  sent  forth  a  letter  to  all  non-Catholic  communions, 
inviting  them  to  return  to  the  one  true  fold — the  bosom  of  the  holy 
Catholic  Church.  Being  thus  addressed,  we  must  either  ignore  the 
invitation,  thereby  treating  it  with  contempt,  or  return  an  answer 
assigning  reasons  why  it  cannot  be  accepted.  To  the  latter  no 
objection  can  be  oflFered,  provided  the  answer  is  dignified  and  cour- 
teous, such  as  might  proceed  from  a  great  Christian  body,  that  respects 
itself,  and  knows  what  is  due  from  those  who  assume  to  speak  not 
only  for  one  Church,  but  in  some  degree  for  the  whole  of  Protestant 
Christendom. 

*  *  On  this  point  of  courtesy  we  are  happy  to  say  there  is  no  fault 
to  find  on  either  side.  The  letter  of  the  Pope  itself  was  not  super- 
cilious or  arrogant,  except  as  arrogance  may  be  implied  in  the 
assumption  that  he  was  the  Bishop  of  the  whole  Christian  world. 

But  it  was  not  ofiensive  in  language.  On  the  contrary  it  was 
intended  to  be  respecSlful  and  conciliatory.  Doubtless  it  was  written 
with  the  sincere  hope  and  belief  that  it  would  be  the  means  of 
recalling  some  wandering  sheep  to  the  Roman  fold. 

'  *  To  this  patriarchal  invitation,  therefore,  we  now  return  our 
answer,  and  though  Presbyterians  are  somewhat  famous  for  a  certain 
bluntness  of  speech  which  is  not  exadlly  the  language  of  ecclesias- 
tical diplomacy,  yet  in  this  case  we  think  it  will  be  agreed  that  they 
are  not  outdone  in  courtesy  by  the  Pope  himself.  The  letter  does 
not  contain  a  word  of  anger,  or  even  of  indignant  rebuke.  On  the 
contrary,  it  is  mild  and  gentle  ;  yet  its  arguments  are  none  the  less 
weighty  because  conveyed  in  respedlful  language.  Under  the  velvet 
glove  we  feel  the  grasp  of  the  hand  of  iron. 

**  Thus  temperate  in  phrase,  and  respedlful  in  address,  the  letter 
presents  a  concise  Vindication  of  Protestantism — of  the  attitude 
of  non-Catholic  churches  toward  that  vast  ecclesiastical  despotism, 
which  boasts  so  much  of  its  unity  and  its  antiquity.  So  far  from 
admitting  its  exclusive  claims,  an  appeal  to  history  is  quite  sufficient 
to  demolish  these  lofty  pretensions,  and  indeed  to  reverse  the  position 
of  the  parties,  to  show  that  wE  are  the  true  Catholics,  the 
true  successors  of  the  Apostles,  the  inheritors  of  their  faith,  their 
order,  and  their  worship.  The  letter  shows  very  clearly,  that  we 
are  neither  heretics  nor  schismatics — neither  erring  from  the  truth, 
as  taught  in  the  Scriptures,  nor  rending  asunder  the  body  of  Christ. 
We  hold  to  the  early  faith  in  its  simplicity  and  its  integrity,  before  it 
was  overlaid  and  smothered  by  the  traditions  of  men.  We  believe 
in  the  Apostle's  creed,  the  most  ancient  symbol  of  Christian  faith, 
and  accept  the  decisions  of  the  first  six  Ecumenical  Councils  as  not 
inconsistent  with  the  higher  authority  of  the  Word  of  God, 

*'  Hence,  we  may  claim  justly  that  we  are  the  true  successors  of 
the  Primitive  Church.     We  have  a  part  in  the  inheritance  of  the 
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saints.  The  glorious  company  of  mart3rrs  belongs  to  us.  We  havj 
the  goodly  fellowship  of  those  who  worshipped  Christ  in  caves  and 
catacombs.  The  faith  of  Augustine  was  the  faith  of  Calvin,  and  to 
no  communion  of  modem  times  does  that  great  name — ^the  greatest 
of  the  fathers  of  the  Church — so  truly  belong  as  to  the  Presby- 
terians of  Scotland  and  America. 

**On  the  other  hand,  it  is  the  Church  of  Rome  which  is  the 
innovator  on  the  ancient  purity  of  faith  and  worship.  By  bringing 
in  new  dodlrines  unknown  in  the  apostolic  age;  engrafting  strange 
dogmas  on  the  simple  teachings  of  Christ;  by  its  gorgeous  worship, 
borrowed  from  Pagan  temples  and  Jewish  synagogues;  and  above 
all,  by  its  monstrous  assumption  to  be  the  only  true  Church,  claim- 
ing supremacy  and  infallibility — setting  up  its  head  as  the  Vicar  of 
Christ  on  earth,  who  has  power  to  open  and  shut  the  kingdom  of 
heaven — it  has  departed  widely  from  the  simplicity  of  the  Church 
founded  by  Christ  and  His  Apostles,  and  has  earned  the  title  of  the 
Great  Apostacy.  So  that  when  the  Holy  Father  summons  Protest- 
ants to  return  to  *  the  one  true  fold,'  they  may  without  oflfence 
respond  by  calling  upon  him,  and  upon  all  'who  profess  and  call 
themselves  Catholics, '  to  return  to  a  purer  faith  and  a  simpler  worship. 

**  With  this  introduction,  we  commend  to  our  readers  this  truly 
Christian  Letter,  addressed  to  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  which  may  be 
taken  as  a  model  by  all  who  wish  to  take  part  in  the  Romish  con- 
troversy. It  is  a  model  of  manly  argument,  of  plain  truth  expressed 
with  Christian  frankness,  and  yet  with  courtesy,  and  even  with 
tenderness.  This  is  the  only  way  in  which  we  can  ever  hope  to 
reach  our  Roman  Catholic  brethren.  It  is  not  by  denouncing  or 
abusing  them,  or  holding  them  up  to  ridicule  or  to  public  indigna- 
tion. We  are  sorry  to  say  that  some  of  our  Protestant  advocates 
have  gone  to  work  in  the  wrong  way.  They  have  been  so  belliger- 
ent in  tone,  and  have  waged  war  with  such  relentless  severity,  that 
they  have  put  every  Romanist  at  once  on  the  defensive.  Thus  they 
have  alienated  those  whom  they  sought  to  win,  have  disgusted  and 
oflFended  where  it  was  their  duty  to  conciliate  ;  and  done  no  good  to 
the  cause  of  Protestant  Christianity." 

The  Nestorians  receive  only  the  first  two  of  the  Six  Ecumenical 
Cotmcils  ;  the  Monophysites  only  the  first  three. 

So  much  on  their  Authority  and  Reception. 

I.  How  are  their  doctrines  regarded  by  Trinitarian  sclwlars  f 

Answer. — All  Trinitarian  scholars,  Greek,  Latin,  and  Protestant, 
profess  at  least  loyalty  to  their  doctrines  on  the  Trinity  against 
Arianism  and  Macedonianisra ;  and  on  the  Incarnation  and  the  two 
natures  in  Christ  against  Apollinarianism,  Nestorianism,  Monophysi- 
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;m,  and  Monothelism.  No  other  assemblies  ever  held  bear  such 
despread  and  general  authority  in  what  professes  to  be  of  the  Chris- 
m  World. 

J.  How  do  they  compare  in  importance  with  local  councils  and  the 
inions  of  individual  writers  f 

Answer, — ^They  are,  of  course,  of  vastly  greater  importance 
an  the  decisions  of  mere  local  synods,  or  of  individual  writers, 
me  of  which  they  approve  as  orthodox  and  others  of  which  they 
ndemn  as  heretical.  They  do,  indeed,  profess  to  follow  the  written 
%toric  tra7ismission  of  the  Fathers  from  the  beginning,  but  expressly 
and  as  heretical  some  peculiar  and  individual,  or  merely  local 
inions,  of  some  at  first  deemed  Fathers  by  some — as,  for  instance, 
leodore  of  Mopsuestia — and  impliedly  condemn  some  opinions  and 
tions  of  others. 

The  Six  Synods  stand  vastly  above  all  other  Christian  writings 
:cept  the  Bible,  on  whose  teachings  the  bulk  of  Christians — in 
.  D.  680,  the  date  of  the  last  of  them — held  they  alone  had  un- 
ringly  and  authoritatively  decided  with  the  inspiration  of  the 
oly  Ghost. 

/.      What  of  them  has  been  translated  into  English  f 

Afiswer. — Probably  not  one-tenth  part  of  the  entire  matter  in 
em. 

5.  What  is  their  valtu  to  the  mere  historic  student,  a7id  to  the  man 
ho  does  not  profess  Christianity  f 

(A).     They  show  what  alone  the  Universal  Church  recognized 

ITS  AUTHORITATIVE  DECISIONS  in  the  period  of  the  undivided 

lURCH — in  other  words  what  ecumenically   decided   DoArine, 

iscipline  and  Rite  was,  as  distinguished  from  what  was  merely  locaL 

When  a  Christian  went  from  the  East  to  the  West,  or  from  the 
est  to  the  East,  he  would  find  some  variety  in  local  church  cus- 
ms ;  but  the  faith  as  set  forth  in  the  Ecumenical  Councils  was  ever 
e  same,  as  were  also  the  Universal  Discipline  and  Rites,  so  far  as 
dered  so  to  be  by  them. 

(B).  They  were  the  bond  of  union  between  all  parts  of  the 
lurch,  so  that  he  who  received  them  was  everywhere,  East  and 
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West,  recognized  as  a  Christian ;  whereas  he  who  rejected  them,  or 
any  of  them,  as  did  the  Nestorian  or  the  Monophysite,  was  because 
of  that  rejection  cut  off  from  the  Universal  Church  and  rejected  by 
all,  and  that  in  accordance  with  Christ's  own  teaching  in  Matthew  i8; 
17,  18. 

(C).  So  long  as  the  Western  Roman  Empire  lasted,  as  it  did 
till  A.  D.  476,  Ecumenical  Councils  were  recognized  by  the  State  to 
such  an  extent  that  no  bishop  could  hold  any  see  or  enjoy  its  tempor- 
alities till  he  had  accepted  them.  And  as  late  as  the  eighth  century 
the  Popes  of  Rome  swore  to  receive  and  to  maintain  their  dogmas 
and  canons.  And  the  State  received  their  canons  ts  laws  on  Eccle- 
siastical matters. 

The  same  was  the  case  in  the  Eastern  Empire  till  its  fall,  A.  D. 
1453. 

The  Christian  Emperors  obligated  themselves  to  maintain  them ; 
and,  generally  speaking,  could  not  long  hold  their  thrones  without  so 
professing. 

(D).  Till  A.  D.  787  all  Christian  histor}''  and  great  Christian 
events  may  be  said  to  have  revolved  around  them,  as  indeed  they  do 
to  a  great  extent  still.  They  affedl  the  law,  the  life  and  policy  of 
Christian  nations  now ;  of  some  more,  of  some  less. 

(E).  In  projedls  for  union  among  the  great  sundered  parts  of 
Christendom  their  reception  has  ever  been  made  the  first  point.  If 
any  of  them  was  rejected,  union  at  once  failed. 

6,     To  what  extent  are  their  a5ls  well  and  thoroughly  known  f 

Answer. — To  a  small  extent  only,  though  many  bishops  and 
clergy  have  a  smattering  of  knowledge  on  their  decisions.  But  the 
price  of  the  originals  is  so  high,  owing  to  their  being  in  Greek;  or 
sometimes,  parts  of  them,  in  a  Latin  translation  only;  or  to  their 
rarity;  and  so  few  of  the  clergy  were  ever  adepts  in  Conciliar  and 
Patristic  Greek,  and  of  those  who  were,  so  few  can  find  time  for 
study  in  a  constant  round  of  parish  or  teaching  duties,  that  it  is  safe 
to  say  that  not  more  than  a  third  or  a  fourth  or  a  tenth  of  the 
prelates  of  the  Christian  World,  and  not  more  than  one-tenth  or  one- 
twentieth  of  the  lower  clerg>''  of  the  different  Communions  have  ever 
read  through  these  basic  Decisions  of  their  Faith. 
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The  majority  of  the  prelates  and  clergy  of  the  professedly 
Christian  World  do  not  even  know  what  some  of  their  Definitions 
are,  and  large  numbers  of  them  hold  some  of  the  very  errors  for 
which  the  Third  Ecumenical  Cotmcil  justly  deposed  the  creature-server 
K'estorius.  The  density  of  the  ignorance  prevailing  everywhere  as  to 
tlie  decisions  of  that  Universal  Church  which  in  Matt.  i8,  17,  Christ 
commands  us  to  hear,  under  pain  of  being  regarded  ^'as  a  heathen 
99ia7i  afid  a  publican,''  and  the  consequent  prevalence  of  heresies 
opposed  to  it,  are  simply  appalling,  and  call  for  prompt  remedy  by 
their  publication. 

7.      What  do  we  propose  to  do  f     Prospectus  of  this  series,  afid 
Tvhat  we  ask  of  learned  Christians. 

We  propose  to  translate  into  English  every  scrap  of  the  Acts, 
that  is,  to  put  it  in  plain  words,  every  scrap  of  the  Minutes  of  the 
Six  Ecumenical  Councils,  including,  of  course,  all  their  Decisions 
and  Canons,  so  that  the  reader  may  feel  sure  that  he  has  the  whole 
€>f  the  Eaimenical  Documents  before  him ;  in  other  words,  an  English 
Translation  of  the  Entire  Acts  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods,  com- 
prising all  the  Decisions  of  the  whole  Church,  East  and  West,  before 
its  Division  in  the  ninth  century.     Those  Councils,  as  has  been  said, 

are  : 

I.     Nicaea,  A.  D.  325. 

II.     First  Constantinople,  A.  D.  381. 

III.  Ephesus,  A.  D.  431. 

IV.  Chalcedon,  A.  D.  451. 

V.     Second  Constantinople,  A.  D.  553. 
VI.     Third  Constantinople,  A.  D.  680. 

The  Acts,  that  is  the  Minutes  as  we  would  say,  of  the  first  two 
are  lost;  but  we  have  their  official  utterances;  that  is,  a  Synodal 
Epistle,  a  Creed,  and  Canons  from  each. 

We  begin  with  the  First  Ecumenical  Synod,  and  God  willing, 
xvill  give  first,  \Xs genuine  documents;  secondly,  the  doubted  matter 
ascribed  to  it ;  and  thirdly,  the  spurious  matter  ascribed  to  it. 

The  Acts  of  the  third  Ecumenical  Synod  are,  for  the  most  part, 
extant  in  the  Greek  original  (i).     The  Fourth  and  the  Sixth  remain 


Note  i.     P.  E.  Pusey,  in  his  edition  of  the  Works  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexan- 
dria, vol.  vil,  pt  i.,  Prcefat,,  pages  vii.  and  viii,  tells  us  where  some  of  them  are. 
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in  the  Greek.  The  Fifth,  so  far  as  its  Decisions  are  concerned,  is  still 
extant  in  the  Greek ;  but  much  of  the  Acts  exists  only  in  a  Latin 
translation,  which  is,  however,  very  ancient.  I  have  seen  it  said  that 
in  France,  or  in  the  whole  world,  of  that  Synod  there  were  only  two 
manuscripts  known  just  before  the  French  Revolution,  and  one  of 
them  is  now  lost.  When  we  consider  the  fact  that  some  parts  of  such 
all -important  writings  have  perished  in  the  original,  owing  to  the 
dense  ignorance  and  corruptions  and  idolatries  of  the  Church  in  the 
middle  ages,  we  are  reminded  of  how  near  the  Law  of  Moses,  the 
law  of  the  Israelitish  Church,  came  to  being  utterly  lost  in  its  period 
of  ignorance,  corruptions  and  idolatr^^  as  told  us  in  2  King^,  xxii., 
and  in  2  Chronicles,  xxxiv.  Oh  !  that  among  the  bishops  of  the 
Christian  Church,  its  high-priests,  af)xt£fnh\  to  use  a  conmion 
Greek  title  of  our  time  for  bishops;  and  among  Christian  Emperors, 
and  Kings,  and  Presidents,  and  Governors,  and  people,  there  may  be 
as  keen  a  sense  of  the  due  value  and  importance  of  these  Ecumenical 
Decisions  in  their  proper  place  which  have  been  practically  lost  to 
most  of  them  for  many  centuries,  and  as  sincere  and  active  and 
thorough  obedience  to  them  as  there  was  in  the  pious  high-priest,  the 
reforming  and  restoring  Hilkiah,  and  in  the  reforming  and  restoring 
and  godly  King  Josiah,  and  in  the  reformers  and  restorers  among  the 
Jewish  people,  of  the  value  and  importance  of  their  Church  Law 
in  its  due  place  !     God  grant  it,  so  far  as  it  is  right  and  wise. 

Then,  as  the  renewed  knowledge  of  their  Law  and  obedience  to  it 
brought  them  the  abolition  of  creature  service  and  of  image  worship, 
the  restoration  of  all  their  dodlrine,  discipline,  rite  and  custoih,  and 
consequent  blessing  for  both  worlds;  so  the  renewed  knowledge  of 
our  Law,  defined  with  the  Christ-promised  assistance  of  the  Holy 
Ghost,  and  obedience  to  it,  will  bring  Christians  everywhere  the 
abolition  of  creature  service  and  of  image  worship,  the  healing  of 
schisms,  West  and  East,  the  restoration  of  all  their  primitive  and 
Ecumenically-defined  doArine,  discipline,  rite  and  custom,  and  con- 
sequent blessing  for  both  worlds.  Then  will  the  Universal  Church 
be  one  again.  East  and  West,  and  regain  those  vast  portions  of 
the  earth,  which  she  lost  by  violating  the  Decisions  of  those  Six 
Councils ;  I  mean  those  areas  of  Europe  and  Asia  and  Africa  which 
yet  groan  under  the  yoke  of  the  unbelie\dng  Turk  and  Moor;  and 
she  will  re-people  them  with  Christians  again.  Then  the  Church  of 
Holy  Wisdom,  at  Constantinople,  and  so  many  hundreds  of  Churches 
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d  monasteries  and  nunneries  and  other  Church  property  wrested 
;^x)m  her  by  violence  shall  be  restored,  and  shall  echo  again  to  prayer 
d  chant  to  Christ;  and  the  heavenly  King  shall  have  his  own 
ain,  and  the  true  Jehovah,  triune  and  blessed,  and  none  other 
^phan  He,  shall  be  invoked  and  worshiped.     Amen,  and  Amen. 

After  Nicaea,  we  expect  to  put  to  press  the  Authentic  Utterances 
'*of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council,  and  other  matter  on  it,  in  one 
olume ;  and  then,  or  perhaps  before,  the  Acts,  that  is  the  Minutes, 
the  Third  Ecumenical  Synod,  the  first  of  the  Four  whose  Acts 
■c-Jiave  reached  us,  which  we  have  had  ready  for  the  press  for  years  but 
Cicannot  as  yet  publish  owing  to  lack  of  funds.  Can  you  not  aid  us  in 
^  getting  subscribers  as  well  as  by  subscribing  yourself?  The  decisions 
K  of  Ephesus  deal  with  the  vastly  important  questions  of  the  Incama- 
^  tion;  the  controversy  as  to  worshipping  both  Natures  of  Christ;  and 
Z  incidentally  and  yet  clearly  as  to  the  sin  of  Relative  Worship,  the 
=  true  anti-man-eating  Doctrine  on  the  Eucharist;  the  questions  as 
s  to  the  Real  Presence  of  the  actual  substance  of  Christ's  Divinity 
and  as  to  the  real  presence  of  the  actual  substance  of  his  humanity 
on  the  Holy  Table,  and  as  to  their  oral  manducation;  the  rights 

-  of  provinces,  and  of  autocephalous  metropolitans  under  the  canons ; 
how  we  are  to  regard  a  valid  succession's  right  to  obedience  when 

-  it   falls   into   heresy  ;    the  almost   forgotten    doctrine  of  the    Eco- 
nomic Appropriation   to   God   the  Word  of  the  suflFerings  of  the 

:  Man  put  on  by  Him;  and  the  church  teaching  on  God  the  Word  as 
;.  the  Mediator ;  and  on  the  sin  of  ser\4ce  to  creatures ;  and  on  the  XII 
:  Chapters  ot  Cyril  of  Alexandria — in  brief  on  most  or  all  of  the  chief 
:  controversies  involved  in  the  Reformation,  and  against  Roman  crea- 
\  ture -worship.  No  man  can  profess  to  be  intelligent  on  Ecumenically 
authorized  doctrine,  discipline,  or  rite  who  does  not  know  them. 

Besides  the  notes  in  English,  Greek,  or  Latin,  we  purpose  to  give 
large  translations  from  the  chief  participants  in  the  Nestorian  contro- 
versy ;  from  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  and  others,  on  the  Orthodox 
side ;  and  from  Nestorius,  Theodoret,  and  others,  on  that  of  the  here- 
tics ;  and  a  series  of  Dissertations  on  the  chief  points  involved. 

The  works  will  contain  notes,  English,  Greek  and  Latin.  The 
Greek  and  Latin  will  make  the  work  more  costly,  but  also  much 
more  valuable  to  the  scholar.  And  in  documents  so  valuable  the 
best  is  always  the  cheapest  in  the  long  run ;  indeed  the  only  thing 
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that  the  scholar  will  be  sure  to  get.     It  will  be  sold  to  subscribers  at 
three  dollars  a  volume,  to  others  at  four  dollars. 

Another  matter:  Learned  theologians  are  few,  and  so  works  of  a 
learned  theological  character  seldom  pay.  The  Oxford  Library  of 
the  Fathers^  the  most  erudite  patristic  collection,  the  best  and  most 
ably  annotated  translations  of  their  kind  in  English,  and  the 
most  critical,  notwithstanding  a  few  Romish  blemishes  in  Newman's 
notes,  are  said,  with  some  exceptions,  not  to  have  paid.  The  Ante- 
Nicene  Christian  Library,  which  in  places  at  least  is  most  wretchedly 
and  most  uncritically  done,  may  have  paid  better ;  but,  if  it  has,  it 
has  been  because  it  is  the  only  translation  which  has  professed  to 
cover  the  whole  of  the  Ante-Nicene  field,  and  because  a  large  part 
of  those  who  bought  it  were  themselves  not  aware  of  its  glaring  de- 
fects. To  take  two  instances  only  which  have  fallen  under  my  own 
cognizance  incidentally. 

I.  The  great  and  inexcusable  outrage  is  committed  of  fathering 
on  the  anti-creature-serving  Methodius,  Bishop  of  Tyre,  who  died  a 
martyr  for  Christ  about  A.  D.  312,  one  of  the  productions  of  the 
creature-serving  Methodius  of  Constantinople,  of  the  ninth  century, 
that  is,  his  creature-invoking  **  Oration  concerning  Simeon  and  Anna 
on  the  day  they  tnet  in  the  temple, ' '  and  that  without  a  hint  of  its  spuri- 
ousness  (i),  though  years  before,  Murdock's  Mosheim*s  Ecclesiastical 
History,  volume  i,  page  172,  note  14,  had  well  warned  scholars  that 

**  Several  Discourses  of  the  younger  Methodius,  Patriarch  of  Con- 
stantinople in  the  9th  century,  have  been  ascribed  to  the  senior 
Methodius.*' 

That  it  was  written  centuries  after  the  martyr  Methodius'  death 
is  clear  also  from  the  fact  that,  as  its  very  beginning  shows,  it  was 
delivered  on  the  Festival  of  the  Meeting  of  Simeon  and  Anna  in  the 
temple,  which  was  not  instituted  till  the  reign  of  Justin,  Emperor  of 
Constantinople,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  526,  or  by  his  son  Justinian, 
in  the  year  541  or  542.  See  in  proof  on  that  matter,  the  article 
''Mary  the  Virgin,  Festivals  of,'^  page  1140,  right  hand  column,  vol- 
ume 2  of  Smith  and  Cheetham's  Dictionary  of  Christian  Antiquities, 

Note  i.  Page  164,  vol.  xiv.,  The  Writings  of  Methodius,  etc.,  Ante-Nicene 
Christian  Library,  For  most  nauseating  and  sickening  creature- worship  in  the 
shape  of  creature-invocation  see  the  end  of  the  Oration  on  pages  208  and  209, 
where  the  Virgin  and  Simeon  are  prayed  to. 
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text  and  note;  and  note  7,  page  414,  volume  i,  of  Murdock's  Mo- 
sheim's  Ecclesiasticcd  History, 

A  2nd  instance  of  the  uncritical  nature  of  part  of  the  translation 
in  the  Ante-Nicene  Christian  Wbrary  occurs  in  the  translation  of 
section  2  of  Tertullian's  work^w  Baptism,  where  it  renders,  strangely 
enough,  the  words,  **homo  in  aqua  demissus,  et  inter  pauca  verba 
tinctus,  non  multo  vel  nihilo  mundior  resurgit;*'  ^'  A  man  is  dipped 
in  water  and  amid  the  utterance  of  some  few  words ^  is  sprinkled^  and 
then  rises  again  ^  not  miuh  or  not  at  all  the  cleaner  J"  ^ 

The  Oxford  translation  has  more  accurately  here, 

*  *  A  man  going  down  into  the  water,  and  being  with  few  words 
washed  therein,  *  *  *  *  riseth  again  not  mtich  or  not  a  whit  the 
cleaner,''  etc. 

The  exact  rendering  is, 

*  *  A  man  having  been  let  down  into  the  water,  atid  having  been 
dipped  between  a  few  words,  riseth  again  not  mtich  or  not  at  all  the 
cleaner,'*  etc. 

Tertullian  in  two  places  witnesses  that  the  mode  of  baptism  in 
his  time  was  the  thrice  dipping,  that  is  in  section  3  of  [his  work  On 
the  Soldier's  Chaplet ;  and  in  section  26  of  his  work  Against  Praxeas, 
where  he  derives  it  from  Matthew  28 ;  19. 

That  the  immersions  were  of  the  entire  body,  I  have  shown  from 
early  writers  on  pages  285  and  139  of  my  History  of  the  Modes  oj 
Baptism.  The  mode  of  letting  the  candidate  down  into  the  water 
and  then  sprinkling  or  pouring  water  on  him,  does  not  appear,  so  far 
as  I  have  seen,  in  any  writing  till  the  fifteenth  century,  though  I 
think  I  have  seen  it  represented  in  a  painting  ascribed  to  the  four- 
teenth century  in  an  art  gallery  in  London.  When  it  does  appear  in 
the  Coimcil  of  Florence,  A.  D.  1438- 1439,  the  Greeks  brand  it  as 
wrong,  and  as  making  two  baptisms ;  (see  my  History  of  Modes 
of  Baptisms,  page  139).  But  the  translator  of  the  above  place  in  the 
Ante-Nicene  Christian  Library,  evidently  moved  by  his  partisan 
and  seAarian  leanings  and  prejudices  against  the  old  primitive  and 
historic  mode,  misrenders  the  text  in  order  to  make  it  favor  his  wish, 
and  so  translates  tinHjis,  ''dipped,''  as  though  it  were  '' aspersus,'^ 
'' sprinkled.''     The  context  and  the  historic  fa<5ls,  as  well  as  the 
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Latin  of  this  place,  demand  the  translation  which  I  have  given. 
Grotius  on  Matthew  3,  6,  remarks : 

**That  the  ancient  Latins  used  'tingere'  for  'baptizare'  should 
excite  no  wonder,  for  in  Latin  *  tingo'  properly  and  generally  signifies 
the  same  as  'mersare.'  *' 

Tingo  does  indeed  sometimes  mean  to  dye,  but  such  dyeing  was 
by  dipping. 

Equally  definite  is  Rigaltius,  for  writing  on  se<5tion  8  of  Ter- 
tullian*s  work  on  Repentance,  he  says  of  him : 

**  Wherever  he  speaks  of  baptism  he  uses  the  words  latmcrum,^ 
^tingere,'  'intingere,'  'ablui,'  'mergitari'  and  'immersio,'  which  do 
not  at  all  mean  sprinkling y  See  for  the  Latin  of  the  last  two 
passages,  and  a  similar  testimony  from  Rabanus  Maurus  of  the  ninth 
centur}',  pages  38  and  39  of  my  History  of  the  Modes  0/  ChrisHam 
Baptism.  Compare  page  83,  where  the  Latin  is  found.  For 
Rabanus  in  chapter  25,  book  I,,  of  his  work  de  Cleric,  Instil,^  says 
that  pidTZTtaixa  is  translated  into  Latin  by  tinctio,  and  that  the  immer- 
sion of  a  man  in  water  is  called  ti^ictio, 

Matthew  Poole  on  Matt.  3,  6,  in  his  Synopsis  Critic,,  renders 
Ba-TQi  that  is  ''dip,''  into  Latin  by  ti?igo,  that  is  dip  as  he  under- 
stands it  to  mean :  see  my  History  oj  Modes,  pages  40. 

Those  two  uncritical  mistakes  whicn  I  have  specified  above, 
show  how  much  harm  and  ruin  to  Christian  do<5lrine  and  Christian 
rite  such  a  translation  may  v/ork  among  the  more  unlearned  clergy 
who  may  read  it  and  rely  on  it.  That  series  should  be  carefully 
revised  and  its  faults  corre<5led  before  another  copy  of  it  is  put  in 

circulation;  for  the  interests  of  truth  and  of  souls  require  that  to 
be  done. 

To  resume :  I  have  said  that  learned  theological  works  do  not 
pay.  This  has  so  far  been  true  of  my  attempts  to  publish  parts 
of  this  series  on  the  learned  themes  of  the  Ecumenical  Decisions. 
I  do  not  use  the  word  learned  of  anything  that  I  have  written,  but  of 
the  themes  themselves.  The  subscription  list  thus  far  will  not  cover 
more  than  say  four-twelfths  or  five-twelfths  of  the  edition  of  this 
volume  of  Nicsea.  And  the  persistent  and  wrong  refusal  of  our 
Congress  to  agree  to  an  International  Copyright  Law  cuts  me  off 
from  controlling  the  English  market,  which  is  better  than  our  own, 
for  the  patronage  of  learned  theology  is  greater  there  than  here. 


Account  of  the  Six  Ecumenicai  Councils.  17 

A  "Publication  Fund  made  up  of  gifts  from  two  bishops  and 
fifteen  presbyters,  aggregates  $360,  of  which  $315  have  been  paid  in. 
There  is  still  a  deficit  of  say  about  $400.  And  that  means  that 
the  translator  gets  not  a  cent  for  his  many  years  of  labor,  nor  for  his 
expenditure  of  much  of  his  small  means. 

Yet  he  proposes,  if  God  spare  his  life  and  gives  him  the  means, 
besides  giving  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils  in  their  solid  entirety  in 
English,  to  pay  a  competent  scholar  to  print  a. Critical  edition  of 
the  Originals,  and  to  pay  other  scholars  to  aid  him  in  doing  such 
parts  of  the  translation  of  the  voluminous  Minutes  of  the  last  three 
Synods  as  he  may  not  have  time  to  do. 

Furthermore  he  has  on  Nicaea  and  on  the  Second  Ecumenical 
Synod  Dissertations  to  show  the  thorough  Scripturalness  of  their 
two  Creeds;  and  a  Dissertation  on  the  words  in  the  Nicene  Creed 
which  have  given  rise  to  so  much  comment,  namely : 

**The  Universal  Church  anathematizes  those  who  say  that  *  * 
the  Son  of  God-  *  *  wcls  not  before  He  wcis  bom,''  These  words  bear 
on  the  do<5lrine  of  the  Eternal  Birth  of  the  Logos.  John  Henry 
Newman  in  note  II.,  page  416  of  the  Fifth  edition  of  his  Arians  of  the 
Fourth  Century,  shows  that  before  the  Nicene  Council  the  opposite 
tenet,  that  is  the  Non-Eternal  Birth  view,  is  found  in  a  number 
of  writers,  and  that  of  all  the  schools  in  the  Church  the  Alexandrian 
alone  is  distinctly  clear  of  it.  Newman,  with  his  strong  Roman 
prepossessions,  holds  that  the  view  of  the  Non-Eternal  Birth  is  rightl3' 
reprobated  where  it  is  reprobated.  It  should  be  added,  however, 
that  the  dodlrine  of  the  Eternal  Birth  of  the  Logos  is  not  afl&rmed  in 
any  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods,  though,  of  course,  His  eternal 
co-existence  with  the  Father,  and  His  consubstantiality  with  Him 
are.  In  my  Dissertation  on  that  theme  I  have  endeavored  to  give 
more  fully  than  exist  elsewhere  the  statements  of  those  Orthodox 
Fathers  of  the  Ante- Nicene  period  who  held  that  the  Logos  was 
always  from  all  eternity  in  the  Father,  as  (to  use  the  language  of  St. 
Theophilus,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  who  died  a  martyr  for  Christ  about 
A.  D.  177  or  183,)  ''the  Word  in  and  through  the  Father,''  ((J  Aoyu^ 
'evdtdOsTo^);  but  did  not  become  *'the  Word  borne  forth,"  (6  Aoyo^ 
7:po<popix6^)^  till  he  was  bom  out  of  the  Father  just  before  the  worlds 
were  made  to  be  the  Father's  instrument  in  making  them.  Besides 
I  have  endeavored  to  give  fully  the  statements  of  the  other  writers  of 
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the  Ante-Nicene  period  who  held  to  that  do<5lrine,  and  of  some  Post- 
Nicene  Fathers  who  maintained  it. 

And  on  the  other  hand  I  have  traced  in  brief  the  Eternal-Birth 
do<5lrine  in  Origen,  and  its  development  in  the  great  Orthodox 
writers  of  the  Alexandrian  School,  Athanasius  and  Cyril  his  successor. 
I  have  thought  that  these  authorities  in  an  English  dress  might  be 
valuable  to  the  Orthodox  and  impartial  scholar. 

Besides,  I  have  other  Dissertations  on  themes  connected  with  the 
First  Council;  one  of  which  I  give  at  the  end  of  this  volume.  The 
rest,  if  means  be  afforded  me,  I  hope  to  give  soon. 

At  least  $4,000  a  year  will  be  requisite  to  accomplish  all  these 
ends.  The  translators  all  have  a  right  to  some  small  salaries,  enough 
to  support  them  while  doing  the  work,  and  enough  to  enable  them 
to  travel  to  those  parts  of  Europe  and  Asia  and  Africa,  where 
the  manuscripts  are,  to  consult  and  compare  and  copy  them. 
Societies  have  done  similar  work  for  other  writings,  transla- 
tion societies  and  others.  So  we  have  a  Six  Councils  Publishing 
Fund  for  all  the  purposes  specified  above.  An  average  of  one 
dollar  a  head  for  each  clergyman  in  the  Episcopal  Church  alone 
in  the  United  States  would  give  $4,000  a  year — and  learned  men  in 
every  other  communion  are  asked  to  cooperate  by  their  influence  and 
gifts.  Our  aim  is  to  make  the  work  strictly  in  accordance  with  the 
Six  Ecumenical  Councils,  and  not  to  swerve  an  inch  one  way  or  the 
other  from  it.  We  beg  therefore  every  clergyman  to  send  a  dollar  at 
least  for  years  to  come,  beginning  on  receipt  of  this  volume,  to  the 
Six  Councils  Publishing  Fund^  care  James  Chrystal,  255  Grove  St.,  Jer- 
sey City,  N.  J.  It  will  be  difficult  to  find  a  better  or  more  needed  use 
for  the  money.  It  will  be  economically  and  prudently  managed  by 
scholars  alone  ;  and  every  dollar  will  be  promptly  acknowledged,  and 
all  the  business  income  and  disbursements  will  be  accurately  audited 
by  a  committee  of  clergymen.  If  you  can,  give  $5  or  $10  or  more 
annually,  for  probably  not  one-tenth  of  the  clergy  will  respond  to 
this  appeal,  for  some  have  so  little  learning  as  to  care  for  nothing 
much  beyond  the  text-books  which  they  studied  in  their  theological 
seminaries,  while  others  who  have  the  learning  to  appreciate  the  im- 
portance and  value  of  the  Six  Synods  of  the  Universal  Church  have 
no  means.  For  in  our  own  land  the  scholar  has  but  little  place, — be- 
cause the  unlearned  multitude  are  the  choosers,  and  the  mere  sensa- 
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tional,  heretical  and  empty-headed  preacher  is  their  man.  So  it  was 
often  in  St.  Paul's  days  (2  Tim.  iv.,  3  :  2  Tim.  i.,  15).  Unless  there- 
fore the  more  scholarly  men  who  have  means  help  us,  and  help  us 
annually,  this  series  must  stop,  and  the  translations  of  the  Acts  must 
remain  unpublished,  to  the  great  detrimentof  Orthodoxy  and  of  men's 
salvation,  and  to  the  spread  of  errors,  heresies  and  endless  schisms. 

We  appeal  also  to  the  more  learned  laity,  not  only  of  the  Anglican 
Communion,  so  famous  for  its  encouragement  of  theological  learning, 
but  also  to  learned  clerics  and  laics  of  all  Trinitarian  Communions. 

The  amount  asked  yearly  is  small  compared  with  the  sums  annu- 
ally and  constantly  spent  for  long  periods  to  procure  a  denominational 
version  of  the  Scriptures.  And  we  will  choose  no  translators  for  mere 
partisan  or  family  or  friendship  reasons,  as  is  sometimes  done  by 
members  of  Societies  composed  of  divergent  parties  and  often  of  un- 
learned or  selfish  men,  some  of  whom  are  more  anxious  for  a  trans- 
lation which  shall  favor  their  peculiar  hobbies,  or  give  work  to  some 
member  of  their  family  circle,  or  of  their  secret  society,  than  they  are 
for  God's  plain,  clear  truth.  We  shall  choose  in  the  fear  of  God  the 
best,  the  soundest  and  the  most  accurate  scholars  we  can  get  for  the 
means  given  to  us. 

Remember  then,  we  pray  you,  on  the  first  day  of  every  year  the  Six 
Councils  Publishing  Fund,  which  goes  to  procure  the  truest,  the  most 
accurate  and  the  best  translations  of  them  into  English,  and  to  pub- 
lish a  new  and  critical  edition  of  the  Originals.  Our  century  has  as 
yet  seen  no  edition  of  the  Greek  published  in  it,  nor  has  any  edition 
been  published  anywhere  as  yet  in  ftijl  letter,  plain,  unligatured 
Greek  type  at  all.  This  is  a  vast  work  and  needs  large  means; 
larger  than  we  have  asked  for.  And  it  is  a  work  which  is  pain- 
fully needed,  and  in  wiiich  every  learned  man  should  take  an  interest, 
and  for  whose  accomplishment  he  should  use  all  his  influence  and 
energy. 

Subscriptions  to  the  work  itself,  or  to  any  volume  of  it,  must  be 
sent  to  James  Chrystal,  255  Grove  St.,  Jersey  City,  N.  J.  It  is 
$3  a  volume.     It  is  wholly  as  yet  a  subscription  work. 

These  valuable  Documents,  are  thus  practically  put  within  the 
reach  of  the  poorest  clergjrman,  for  the  price  to  non-subscribers,  $4  a 
volume,  is  only  a  little  over  a  cent  a  day,  and  $3  is  less  than  a  cent  a 
day.     As  translations  of  Fathers  have  found  sale,  it  is  hoped  that  the 


20 


ChapUr  /. 


vastly  more  important  Decisions  of  Universal  Christendom  may  find 
sale  also ;  and  may  be  deemed  essential  to  every  cleric's  library,  be  it 
large  or  small.  Remember,  the  Documents  tiiemselves  are  next  in 
importance  to  the  Scriptures. 


%. 
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NIC^A,  A.  D.  325: 


THE    FIRST    ECUMENICAL    COUNCIL 


Introductory  Matter. 


CHAPTER  II. 

A  FULI<ER   ACCOUNT  AS  TO  HOW  FAR  THE  SIX  ECUMENICAI,   SYNODS 
ARE    RECEIVED    IN    DIFFERENT     COMMUNIONS    EAST    AND 
WEST ;   AND  AS  TO  HOW  FAR  THEIR  TWO  CREEDS  ARE 
IN  USE  AMONG  THEM,       INCIDENTAI,  INFOR- 
MATION IS  GIVEN  AS  TO  THE  USE 
OF  LOCAI.  SYMBOLS  ALSO. 


DIVISION  I.: 


AS  TO  THE  RECEPTION  OF  THE  SIX  ECUMENICAL  COUNCILS   IN   THE 

ORIENTAL  COMMUNIONS,    AND  AS  TO  THE   USE    OF 

THEIR    TWO    CREEDS    THERE. 

At  the  Start  it  should  be  premised, 

I.  That  no  Eastern  Coraraunion,  the  Greek,  which  claims  to 
be  the  Orthodox,  the  Monophysite  or  the  Nestorian,  receive  either 
the  words  '' ayid  the  Son''  interpolated  by  some  Westerns,  or  the 
doctrine  which  they  contain.  This  will  appear  from  the  following 
testimonies  from  an  American  Episcopalian  Clergyman  who  spent 
some  time  in  the  Orient,  and  had  considerable  intercourse  with  Ori- 
entals of  different  Creeds. 
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Rev.  Horatio  SouthgatCy  in  his  Visit  to  the  Syrian  Churchy  page 
220,  note,  has  the  following  statement : 

*  *  All  the  Eastern  Churches  receive  the  Nicene  Creed  in  what 
they  affirm  to  be  its  original  form,  that  is,  without  the  words,  and 
the  Son.  By  the  Eastern  Churches  I  mean  the  Greek,  the  Armenian, 
the  Syrian,  the  Nestorian,  the  Coptic,  and  the  Abyssinian.  In  all 
of  them  the  creed  reads  substantially  thus :  *  I  believe  in  the  Holy 
Ghost  *  *  *  who  proceedeth  from  the  Father,  who  with  the 
Father  and  the  Son  together,*  etc.** 

The  same  writer  adds  in  the  second  note  on  the  same  page: 
**  The  Eastern  Christians  freely  acknowledge  that  the  Holy  Spirit  is 
both  of  the  Father  and  the  Son.  They  only  deny  that  he  proceeds 
from  both.  He  is  of  the  Father,  they  say,  by  procession^  and  of  the 
Son  by  mission,  giving  to  procession  a  definite  and  limited  meaning, 
viz.,  that  of  issuiiig;  and  to  mission  that  of  being  sent  as  a  messenger. 
Thus  they  commonly  express  their  belief,  in  these  words:  'Proceed- 
ing from  the  Father,  and  sent  by  the  Son.*  They  allow,  however, 
procession  from  the  Son  in  a  dififerent  sense  from  that  of  the  proces- 
sion from  the  Father.  The  latter  is  Hypostatical  or  Personal,  the 
former  external  or  official.**  The  gist  of  the  whole  matter  is  that 
they  do  not  believe  in  the  eternal  ptocession  of  the  Holy  Ghost  frotn 
the  So7i,  which  the  Latin  doctrine  affirms.  It  will  be  noticed  that 
Bishop  Southgate  speaks  of  this  denial  as  that  of  "the  Eastern 
Christians. ' ' 

2.  This  large  Communion  at  least  professes  to  receive  the  Six 
Ecumenical  Councils  and  one  other,  that  of  Nicaea,  A.  D.  787,  which 
they  deem  the  Seventh  (3).     It  receives  all  the  normal  Epistles, 

(3)  Wilson*s  Lands  of  the  Bible,  Edinburgh,  A.  D.  1847,  vol.  2,  p.  462.  A 
letter  of  a  Patriarch  there  quoted  mentions  **the  customs  and  canons  of  the 
Seven  Holy  and  Ecimienical  Councils.**  This  would  imply  that  they  receive  no 
more  than  seven  synods  as  eaimenicaL  See  also  p.  120  of  Baird's  Modem  Greece, 
where,  speaking  of  the  Greek  Church,  he  states:  **It  acknowledges  but  seven 
general  councils,  whose  authority  is  binding  on  Christians,  the  last  in  A.  D. 
786  being  that  which  condemned  the  dodlrinesof  the  Iconoclasts.  *  *  Plato,  Metro- 
politan of  Moscow,  in  his  Orthodox  Instruction y  Part  I.,  Sect.  29,  enumerates 
only  seven,  the  first  being  Nicaea,  A,  D.  325,  and  the  last  Niciea,  A.  D.  787. 
But  Macarius,  Rector  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Academy  of  St  Petersburg  and  Bishop 
of  Vinnitza,  in  his  Introduction  a  la  Th6ologie  Orthodoxe,  Paris,  A.  D.  1857,  p. 
671,  speaks  of  "M^  eighth  Ecumenical  Council  under  Photius^  in  the  year  S6y,'' 
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Definitions,  Canons,  and  everything  else  decreed  by  them,  and  is  now 
the  only  Eastern  communion  which  does.  For  the  Nestorian  heretics 
reject  the  last  four  isynods  of  the  Christian  world,  and  the  Monophys- 
ites  the  last  three.  Many  or  most  of  the  canons  have  fallen  into  desue- 
tude in  the  West,  and  the  clergy  of  the  Latin,  and  Anglican,  and 
Lutheran  and  other  Western  communions  know  too  little  of  the  other 
ecumenically  approved  data.  The  Greek  Church,  however,  does  not 
really  hold  to  some  of  the  Doctrines  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods. 
I  mean  those  which  in  eflfect  condemn  all  worship  of  created  persons 
and  of  mere  things,  nor  has  it  since  it  became  idolatrous.  Indeed, 
since  A.  D.  787,  it  has  rejected  them  by  accepting  the  creature-wor- 
ship and  image- worship  and  relative-worship  of  the  so-called  Seventh 
Synod. 

(**Huiti^me  concile  cecum^nique,  sous  Photius,  A.  D.  867.)**  But,  nevertheless, 
the  same  prelate,  in  his  Thiologie  Dogmaiique  Orthodoxe^  t  i,  Paris,  A.  D. 
1S59,  P'  ^7»  18,  note  2,  mentions  only  seven.  *'L*  Eglise  orthodoxe  s*  appuie 
eneffet  d*  une  maui^re  ferme  et  inebranlablesur  les  sept  conciles  oecum^niques ; 
comme  sur  les  sept  colonues  sur  lesquelles  la  sagesse  divine  a  b^ti  sa  demeure 
(Prov.  IX.,  I.);  r  feglise  orthodoxe  n*  a  jamais  alt^r^  ni  rejet6  un  seul  des  dogmes 
confirm^s  par  les  conciles  oecumdniques,  et  n'  en  a  jamais  admis  un  seul  qui  fdt 
iuconnu  a*  V  ancienne  Eglise  oecumdnique :  voild  pour  quoi  elle  s'  appelle  ortho- 
doxe. *  *  Bien  plus,  se  conformant  toujours  en  tout  point  aux  sept  conciles 
oecum^uiques,  etc. 

The  Longer  Catechism  of  the  Russian  Church  mentions  only  seven.  The 
question  and  answer  on  this  point  are  as  follows  : 

Q.     "How  many  Ecumenical  Councils  have  there  been ? 

A.     "Seven  ;  i,  of  Nice;  2,  of  Constantinople ;  3,  of  Ephesus;  4,  of  Chalce- 

dou  ;  5,  the  Second  of  Constantinople ;  6,  the  Third  of  Constantinople ;  7,  the 

Second  of  Nice."     See  page  17  of  Blacktnote's  Harmony  of  Anglican  Doctrine 

7vith  the  Doctrine  of  the  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church  of  the  East ;  and  id., 

p.  141,  etseq.     This  Catechism  is  "examined  and  approved  by  the  most  Holy 

Governing  Synod,  and  published  for  the  use  of  schools,  and  of  all  Orthodox 

Christians  by  order  of  his  Imperial  Majesty.     Moscow,  at  the  Synodal  Press, 
A.  D.  1839. 

And  Smith  in  his  Account  of  the  Greek  Churchy  p.  217,  informs  us  that  the 
Greeks  "acknowledge  but  seven  general  councils.'*  That  is,  as  he  afterwards 
states,  those  from  Nicaea,  A.  D.  325,  to  Nicaa,  A.  D.  787  against  the  Icouclasts. 
But  p.  219,  220  id.,  he  remarks  that  they  speak  of  the  council  held  at  Constanti- 
nople, in  the  year  879,  in  which  all  the  acts  against  Photius,  who  was  restored  to 
the  patriarchal  dignity  not  long  before,  were  rescinded  and  abrogated ;  "  and  the 
creed  recited  and  fixed  without  that  addition '  *  [that  is,  the  Filioque] .  But  because 
nothing  relating  to  matter  of  doctrine  was  established  anczo  in  this  council^ 
which  was  held  chiefly  in  favor  of  Photius,  the  Greeks  content  themselves  zvith 
ihe  acknowledgeinent  of  seven  only,'^ 
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Furthermore,  even  in  the  Greek  Church  much  of  the  discipline 

of  the  canons  of  the  first  four  Ecumenical  Councils  is  in  desuetude 

and  has  long  been.     In  Russia  we  find  instead  of  the  old  half-yearly 

meetings  of  the  provincial  councils  commanded  by  a  canon  of  Nicaea 

and  by  one  of  Chalcedon,  a  Holy  Governing  Synod  composed  of  a  few 

bishops  only,  at  which,  I  think  I  have  read,  a  presbyter  and  a  laic  are 

present  with  bishops,  though  I  know  not  that  they  are  coordinate. 

Similar  is  the  case  in  Greece,  to  some  extent.     Such  uncanonical 

bodies  are  apt  to  become  sometimes  too  much  like  mere  state-ruled 
machines. 

SECTION   I. 
SYMBOLS  USED  IN  THE  GREEK  CHURCH. 

This  Church,  though  now,  alas  !  idolatrous  and  creature-invok- 
ing, claims  to  be  the  one,  holy,  Catholic  aiid  Apostolic  Church  of  the 
Orthodox,  (4). 
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SUBSECTION  I : 
ECUMENICAI.  SYMBOLS. 

The  Ecumenical  Symbol  of  the  318  holy  Fathers  of  Nicaea. 

The  Eastern  Orthodox  receive  this,  but  I  am  not  aware  that  it 
is  now  used  at  all  in  any  public  service.  One  of  the  shouts  raised  at 
the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council,  A.  D.  451,  shows  that  it  was  then 
the  Baptismal  Creed  of  the  East.  For  the  bishops  there  state  that 
they  were  baptized  into  it,  and  that  they  baptized  into  it. 

This  Jime,  1890,  I  have  consulted  two  of  the  best  informed 
Greeks  in  the  United  States,  one  of  New  York  City,  and  the  other  of 
Broooklyn,  N.  Y.,  and  both  assure  me  that  the  Greek  Church  now 
uses  only  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Synod  in  its  public 
services,  only  that  now  they  recite  it  in  the  singular,  nitrreou},  I  believe, 
instead  of  the  plural  of  the  original,  TIkttsuoiuv,  Neither  of  them  ever 
heard  in  the  public  service,  the  Nicene,  the  Athanasian,  or  the  so- 
called  Apostles,  or  any  Creed  but  that  of  the  Second  Synod.  The 
Orthodox  Instruction  of  Plato,  Metropolitan  of  Moscow,  recites  the 
Creed  of  the  Second  Synod  only,  and  uses  the  singular  ''I  believed 
' ' /  acknowledge  one  baptism'*  etc ;  ** /  look  for  the  resurrection  of  the 

dead'' etc, 

II. 

THE  SYMBOL    OF    I.    CONST ANTIN0PI.E,    THAT    IS    OF    THE    SECOND 

ECUMENICAI.  COUNCII.. 

This  is  used  by  the  Greeks  as  the  Ecumenical  Church  left  it  in 
A.  D.  381.  It  is  its  glory  that  it  has  never  permitted  the  addition  of 
an  iota  to  it,  nor  the  subtraction  of  even  a  letter.  It  is  the  Baptis- 
mal and  Eucharistic  symbol  of  the  Greeks  (5). 

(5 ).  See  these  offices  in  the  Great  Euchologium, 
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SUBSECTION  II. 
LOCAI.  SYMBOLS  OF  THE  EAST. 

I. 

Ill  the  Greek  Church  the  Creed  of  Gregory  the  Wonder-worker  is 
held  in  great  consideration,  (6)  and  is  usually  printed  in  Russia  with 
the  ''  Orthodpx  Confession  of  the  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church  of  the 
East,''  (7),  but  I  think  is  not  publicly  recited. 

SUBSECTION   III. 
LOCAL  SYMBOLS  OF  THE  WEST. 

I. 
THE  WESTERN  CBEED,  TERMED  IN  THE  OCCIDENT,  THE  APOSTLES. 

The  Easterns  have  never  used  this,  nor  do  they  use  it  now. 

Macarius,  Bishop  of  Vinnitza,  expressly  states  this.  In  a  note 
to  his  work  on  Orthodox  Dogmatic  Theology,  speaking  of  the  Creed 
before  Nicaea  A.  D.  325,  he  says  : 

*  *  We  here  say  nothing  of  the  symbol  called  apostolic,  which  was 
in  use  during  the  first  three  centuries,  especially  in  the  Roman 
Church,  and  which  to  this  day  enjoys  a  high  esteem  in  the  West: 
We  say  nothing,  because  the  Orthodox  Church  of  the  East  has  not 
used  this  sj-nibol,  either  in  the  first  three  centuries,  or  at  anj-  later 
epoch ;  so  that,  consequently,  she  never  considered  it,  in  a  strict  sense, 
as  an  apostolic  symbol,  and  she  never  preferred  it  to  the  other  ancient 
symbols  of  the  faith,  all  of  which,  according  to  tradition,  could  equally 
derive  their  origin  from  the  apostles,  if  not  as  to  their  letter,  at  least 
so  far  as  their  sense  and  the  contents  are  concerned.  (Hist.  Bibl.  of 
Philaret,  Metrop.  of  Moscow,  p.  600,  4th  ed.)  *  We  neither  haz^e  nof 
haze  seen  a  symbol  of  the  Apostles;'  such,  at  the  council  of  Florence, 

(6)  Macarius,  Bishop  of  Vinnitza  and  rector  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Academy  of 
St.  Petersburg,  in  his  Thtologie  Dog  matt  que  Orthodoxe,  Paris  A.  D.  1S59,  1. 1, 
p.  II,  speaking  of  the  symbols  of  the  first  three  centuries,  remarks  :  **  L*  un  de 
ces  s\-mboles  est  restd  jusqu  d  present  en  grandc  considi^ration  dans  V  Hglise 
orthodoxe:  c*  est  celui  de  Saint  Grdgoire  le  Thaumaturge,  qui  expose,  contre 
Sabellius  et  Paul  de  Samosatc,  la  doctrine  des  attributs  et  de  1'  ^galitd  parfaite 
de  chacune  des  personnes  de  la  tr^s-sainte  Trinitd." 

(7)  Macaire,  Introd.  a  la  Thcolo^ic  Orthodoxe,  p.  604,  note  771  on  that  page. 
It  is  quoted  below  in  our  remarks  on  the  Athanasian  Creed. 
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was  the  answer  of  the  representatives  of  the  Orthodox  Church  to  the 
Latins,  who,  in  showing  their  symbol,  said  that  it  came  from  the 
apostles  themselves  (Concil.  Florent.,  sect,  vi.,  cap.  6.  (8).  It  was 
that  great  character,  Mark  of  Ephesus,  the  staunchest  champion  of 
Orthodoxy  at  Florence,  who  remarked  **  We  neither  have  nor  have 
seen  a  Symbol  of  the  Apostles, ^^  It  is  found  in  Syropulus*  Historia 
Concilii  Florentini,  Creyghton's  translation,  Hagae-Comitis,  A.  D. 
i66o,  sect,  vi.,  cap.  6,  p.  150. 

Plato,  Metropolitan  of  Moscow,  writes  to  the  same  eflfect : 

**  There  is  no  use  of  the  so-called  Apostolic  Symbol  in  the 
Greco-Russian  Church  except  what  is  private  **  (9). 

The  Greek,  Syropulus,  as  Gibbon  tells  us  the  name  should  be 
spelled  (10),  in  his  The  History  of  the  not  true  Union  between  the  Greeks 
and  the  Latins  (11)  in  the  Ferrara-Florence  Council  of  A.  D.  1438- 
1439,  se(5lion  vi.,  chapter  vi.,  tells  how  the  Greek  Emperor  told  the 
Patriarch  of  Constantinople  when  they  were  at  Ferrara,  **  the  Pope 
will  send  some  Cardinals  to  us  to  speak  some  words  of  the  Pope.'* 

(8.)  Macarius,  Thiologie  Dogmatique  Orthodox Cy  t.  i,  p.  12  : 
**  Nous  ne  disons  rien  ici  du  Symbols  dit  Apostolique^  qui  fut  en  usage  pen- 
dant les  trois  premiers  si^cles,  surtout  dans  1'  Eglise  romaine,  et  qui  jusqu'  d  ce 
jour  jouit  d'  une  haute  estime  en  Occident;  nous  n'  en  disons  rien,  parce  que  1' 
Eglise  Orthodoxe  d'  Orient  n'  employ  a  ce  symbole,  ni  dans  les  trois  premiers 
siecles,  ou  elle  en  avait  d'  autres,  ni  £L  aecune  ^poque  post^rieure ;  que  par  con- 
sequent, elle  ne  le  considdra  jamais  dans  un  sens  rigoureux  comme  un  symbole 
apostoiiqiiey  et  ne  le  pr^ft^ra  jamais  aux  autres  anciens  symboles  de  la  foi,  qui 
tous,  suivant  la  tradition,  pouvaient  ^galement  tirer  leur  origine  des  apotres, 
sinon  pour  la  lettre,  au  moins  pour  1'  esprit  et  le  contenu.  (Hist.  Bibl.  de  Phi- 
larete,  Metrop.  de  Mosc,  p.  600,  4e  ed.)  'H/^f/f,  ovte  exofiiv  ovtc  t'uhfiev,  avfXjSoXov 
run' \\'ro{7r6?Mi' :  telle  fut,  au  concile  de  Florence,  la  r^ponse  des  reprdsentants 
de'  r  Eglise  orthodoxe  aux  Latins,  qui,  en  montrant  lem-  symbole,  disaient  qu* 
il  provenait  des  apotres  eux-memes,  (Concil.  Florent,  sect  vi.,  cap.  6.) 

(9)  Archbishop  Plato,  in  the  supplement  to  M.  Duten's  Oeuvres  M^le^,^ 
part  ii.,  p.  164-5,  quoted  in  a  note  on  p.  203,  vol.  i;  of  "Adam's  /Religious  Wortd 
Displayed,'*  London,  A.  D.  1823.  Usus  Symboli,  ita  dirti  Apostolici,  in  EccU 
Gneco-Russica  nonnisi  privatus  est 

(10.)  Gibbon,  in  his  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Roman  Empire,  Chapter  Ixvi, 
in  a  note  (on  page  229,  vol  7,  of  Bohn's  seven  volume  edition  of  1855,  London) 
shows  that 

(11)  Another  note  on  the  same  page,  states  that  the  above  title  is  Creygh- 
ton's addition,  for  the  original  from  which  he  translated  is  without  any. 


(i2)  Creyghton's  Vera  Hisioria  Unionisnon  Verccinter  Grcecos  et  Latinoi 
sive  Concilii  Florentini^  sect,  vi.,  cap,  vi.,  paj^e  150. 
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The  Emperor  said,  **I  therefore  will  be  there,  and  let  ours  also  be  | 
gathered.  The  Emperor  therefore  came  and  sat  with  the  Patriarch. 
And  there  were  assembled  the  high  priests  [that  is  the  Bishops]  and 
the  cross-bearers,  and  the  hegumens,  and  the  Emperor  decreed, 
Those  from  the  Pope  shall  speak  words,  but  I  know  not  of  what  sort; 
only  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  some  of  ours  to  reply  in  defence. 
Let  therefore  some  be  sele<5led  to  make  the  defence  for  us,  that  they 
may  hear  attentively,  and  prepare  to  respond  in  our  defence.  And 
they  chose  the  Bishop  of  Ephesus  [Mark]  and  the  Bishop  of  Nicaet 
[Bessarion].  And  the  Patriarch  said.  The  Bishop  of  Nicaea  also 
must  therefore  sit  with  the  Bishop  of  Ephesus,  since  they  are  going 
to  make  our  defence  in  common  ;  and  he  at  once  sat  down  with  the 
Bishop  of  Ephesus  '*  (12). 

After  this  preparation  comes  the  passage  at  arms  between  the 
eepresentatives  of  both  communions,  where  we  shall  find  the  matter 
of  the  Apostles'  Creed  comes  up,  and  where  Julian,  in  accordance 
with  the  uncritical  spirit  of  the  Middle  ages,  advances  the  legend  rf 
the  Apostles  having  acSlually  made  it  and  the  myth  that  the  Orientals 
who  formed  the  bulk  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council  knew  any- 
thing of  the  local  peculiarly  Western  Creed  which  we  call  the  Apos- 
tles*, which  indeed,  as  Dr.  Heurtley  shows  on  pages  70  and  71  of  his 
Hartnonia  Symbolka,  is  not  fomid  in  its  present  enlarged  form  till 
the  eighth  century :  or  as  though  they  were  dissatisfied  with  a  creed 
of  which  they  knew  nothing,  and  which  had  always  been  purely 
Western. 

The  fable  however  that  the  Council  of  Nicaea  had  altered  it  into 
the  Nicene,  is  a  notion  that  we  shall  find  repeated  in  an  old  Protes- 
tant statement  further  on ;  I  mean  the  Bohemian  Confession,  of  which 
I  will  speak  there.  We  shall  find  Mark  of  Ephesus  denying  both 
statements,  and  that  not  only  in  his  own  name  but  for  all,  and  ex- 
pressing the  view  that  Julian  might  refer  to  the  gathering  ^it  Jerusa- 
em  mentioned  in  Acts  xv.  He  brings  out  also  the  Greek  maintenance 
of  the  proscription  of  things  strangled  there  against  the  Latin  loose- 
ness on  that  subject.  We  shall  find  Julian  making  no  other  defence 
against  Mark's  denial  than  the  assertion  that  '*  thai  Symbol  of  the 
Apostles  is  to  be  found  among  them,'*   that  is,  among  the  Latins, 
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meaning  seemingly  the  Creed  commonly  called  the  Apostles' .  But 
the  mere  fact  of  the  existence  in  the  West  from  the  fourth  century  of 
a  shorter  form  of  the  Creed  of  that  name  does  not  prove  that  even 
that  shorter  form  was  made  by  the  Apostles.  Syropulus,  as  is  clear 
from  the  following,  held  in  effect  that  Mark  had  in  most  things 
proved  himself  the  victor.     I  quote  the  whole  passage : 

**  And  there  came  from  the  Pope  two  Cardinals,  Julian  and  Fir- 
man, and^ix  Bishops,  of  whom  the  Bishop  of  Rhodes  was  one.  And 
Julian  spoke  words  as  from  the  Pope  concerning  the  settling  and 
opening  of  the  Council,  and  how  the  Apostles  made  a  Sjmod  and, 
delivered  also  the  holy  Creed;  but  that  the  Ecumenical  Councils  held 
afterwards  were  not  satisfied  with  the  Creed  of  the  Apostles^  but  that 
the  First  also  made  a  Creed,  and  the  Second  changed  it  and  added  to 
it,  and  he  spake  many  other  words  concerning  the  holy  Synods  in 
their  order  with  ambition  and  oratorical  skill;  and  said  that  the 
present  Synod  also,  like  them,  must  go  forward  and  not  delay,  and 
that  it  must  not  change. 

**  But  to  all  the  words  of  Julian,  the  Bishop  of  Ephesus  opposed 
noble  and  sufficient  rebuttals.  And  concerning  the  Synod  of  the 
Apostles  and  their  Creed  he  said,  We  neither  have  nor  have  seen  a 
Creed  of  the  Apostles. 

**  But  as  to  a  Synod  of  the  Apostles  of  which  thou  speakest,  we 
know  of  that  meeting  in  which  they  came  together  and  made  a  decree, 
that  we  should  abstain  from  things  offered  in  sacrifice  to  idols  and  from 
what  is  strangled  and  from  certain  other  things.  For  they  came  to- 
gether and  put  forth  a  decree,  and  made  a  rule,  and  enacted  a  law, 
both  they  themselves  and  the  Holy  Ghost  before  them,  as  they 
themselves  say,  that  we  should  abstain  from  what  is  strangled,  and 

those  other  things ;  but  that  meeting  is  not  called  a  Synod  of  the 
Apostles. 

*  *  And  after  the  Bishop  of  Ephesus  had  replied  to  all  that  had  been 
said  by  Julian,  Julian  began  [in  his  turn] :  and  first  he  praised  the 
Bishop  of  Ephesus,  foi^  having  made  the  defence  of  his  own  side  very 
understandingly  and  wisely.  Then  he  divided  his  [Mark's]  defence 
into  eighteen  heads.  Julian  said,  First  thou  hast  said  this,  and 
secondly  that,  and  thirdly  that  other  thing,  and  so  on  to  the  end  of 
the  eighteen.  Then  he  added  his  reply  to  each,  saying.  In  the  first 
head  thou  hast  said  as  follows :  I  answer  as  follows.     Then  to  the 
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second,  which  was  so-and-so,  I  answer  as  follows :  and  to  the  rest  of 
the  heads  he  replied  in  like  manner.  His  replies  to  some  things 
were,  indeed,  noble  and  forceful,  but  his  answers  to  most  of  the  heads 
were  rotten  at  bottom.  But  he  passed  over  in  silence  the  matter 
concerning  the  Synod  of  the  Apostles,  and  concerning  "what  is 
strangled.  That  Creed  of  the  Apostles,  he  said,  is  to  be  found  among 
them.  So  all  admired  him  for  his  enumeration  and  for  his  di\4sicm 
of  the  heads,  and  again,  for  the  order  of  his  recapitulating.  And  yet 
as  regards  the  quality  of  the  arguments  employed,  those  of  the 
Bishop  of  Ephesus  were  more  forceful  in  their  truthfulness  than 
those  of  Julian.  And  on  that  the  meeting  was  broken  up,  and  we 
went  away  to  our  own  lodgings." 

Here  then  we  see, 

1.  That  in  A.  D.  1438,  the  noted  Archbishop  of  Ephesus,  Mark, 
speaking  for  all  the  Oriental  Church,  witnesses  that  they  had  no 
Creed  of  the  Apastles,  nor  had  they  seen  it : 

2.  He  denies  in  effect,  in  the  name  of  the  Oriental  Church,  the 

fable  that  the  Apostles  held  a  Synod  and  made  the  so-called  Apostles' 

Creed  by  each  Apostle  contributing  one  article,   so   making  XII. 

Heurtley  on  pages  46  and  47  of  his  Hannonia  Symbolicavci^vXxoris  some 

**  Sermons  on  the  Creed, published  among  St.  Aiigustine* s  works ^^  which 

' '  are  all  justly  7'egarded  as  sptirious  by  the  Benedictine  Editors, '  *     He 

refers  to  two  of  them,  sermons  ccxl.  and  ccxli. ,  in  which  *  *  the  Creed  is 

recorded  at  length,  exactly  as  it  stands  at  this  day."     That  would 

prove,  of  course,  that  it  must  be  at  least  as  late  as  the  eighth  century, 

for  the  so-called  Apostles'  is  not  found  in  that  full  form  till  then. 
He  goes  on, 

**In  these  the  several  Articles  are  ascribed  to  the  Apostles,  by 
whom  the  writers  supposed  them  severally  to  have  been  contributed, 
[I  translate  the  I<atin  in  Heurtley],  *  Peter  said,  /  believe  in  God  the 
Father^  Almighty^  etc.  Andrew  said.  And  in  Jesus  Christy  etc. 
James  said,  WIio  was  conceived^  etc.*  Unfortunately  the  same  article 
is  not  by  both  [those  spurious  sermons]  attribifted  to  the  same  Apos- 
tle. Ascriptions  of  this  sort  are  not  unfrequently  met  with  in 
manuscripts  of  the  middle  ages." 

In  the  same  Hannonia  Symbolica  of  Dr.  Heurtley,  page  67,  we 
find  part  of  a  Galilean  Sacramentary  of  the  VII th  Century  in  which  the 
legend  that  each  of  the  XII.  Apostles  made  a  different  article  of  the 
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Apostles'  Creed  is  found.     But,  diflFerently  from  what  we  find  in  the 
one  just  quoted,  Jolin  makes  the  Second  Article,  /  believe  in  Jestis 
Christy  etc.     Besides,  it  divides  Article  V.  into  two,  and  makes  but' 
one  article  of  Articles  XI.  and  XII.     So  Heurtley  tells  us  on  page 
68,  id. 

Heurtley,  though  a  strong  believer  in  the  great  antiquity  of  the 
shorter  form  of  the  Apostles'  Creed,  so-called,  nevertheless  rejedte 
the  idea  that  the  Apostles  made  any  formula,  for  after  some  remarks 
on  that  point  he  concludes  on  pages  153  and  154,  as  follows : 

**  There  does  not  seem  reason  to  believe  that  any  one  formula 
was  definitely  prescribed  by  the  Apostles.  Had  this  been  the  case, 
the  various  churches  would  scarcely  have  thought  themselves  at 
liberty  to  make  alterations  and  additions  to  the  extent  to  which  they 
did.  Much  less  is  there  warrant  for  the  tradition  mentioned  by 
Rufinus,  that  each  Apostle  contributed  a  several  article." 

One  thing  we  may  mention,  though  it  is  no  part  of  this  discussion  : 
Cardinal  Julian,  according  to  the  article  on  him  in  McClintock  & 
Strong's  Cyclopedia,  came  to  a  sad  end  at  the  last.  For  he  by  the 
Pope's  authority  undertook  to  deliver  King  Wladislas,  of  Hungary, 
from  his  obligation  to  keep  the  truce  of  ten  years  with  the  Turks,  and 
to  war  on  them  contrary  to  his  promise,  and  in  the  defeat  which  fell 
on  the  Christians,  he  with  the  King,  fell  in  battle.  That  article 
speaks  of  Julian  as  unscrupulous.  He  was  showy  but  not  solid. 
Mark  of  Ephesus  though  an  idolater,  like  Julian,  was  neverthless 
nearer  the  truth  in  dogma  and  in  the  primitive  customs  than  he  was, 
on  the  Double  Procession,  the  use  of  Azymes,  and  Baptism,  and  as  to 
the  Roman  Supremacy. 

'  The  author  of  a  note  in  the  Ur^^dXiov  (Athens,  A.  D.  1841),  page 
123,  states  however  that  some  of  the  later  Greek  theologians  cite 
testimonies  on  certain  matters  from  the  so-called  Apostles'  Creed, 
but  he  quotes  as  conclusive  against  its  being  a  Creed  of  the  Apostles 
the  above  quoted  statement  of  Mark  of  Ephesus  at  the  Council  of 
Ferrara-Florence.  The  annotator  thinks  that  an  expression  in 
Canon  i.  of  Trullo  of  A.  D.  691,  as  to  the  Apostles'  faith  may  mean 
the  faith  transmitted  by  the  living  voice  and  unwritten,  or  else  the 
faith  which  is  in  the  Gospels  and  Epistles,  or  else  that  confession  of 
Faith  which  is  in  the  Apostolic  Constitutions,  book  vii.,  chapter  41 
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(al.  42).     But  those  Constitutions  are  spurious  and  centuries  later 
than  the  Apostles,  and  the  expression  in  Canon  i.  of  Trullo  does  not 
-  mean  any  Creed. 

THE  SO-CALLED  ATHANASIAN  CREED. 

It  is  now  admitted  by  the  learned  that  this  Creed  is  not  a  pro- 
dudlion  of  Athanasius  but  of  some  Western  writer  (13).  It  has  been 
asserted  that  the  Greeks  are  strangers  to  it. 

Thos.  Smith,  B.  D.  and  Fellow  of  S.  Mary  Magdalen  College, 
Oxon.,  in  \i\s  Account  of  the  Greek  Church,  London,  A.  D.  1680,  p. 
196,  states  of  the  Greeks : 

*  *  They  retain  exadlly  the  Catholick  Dodlrine  concerning  the  most 
holy  and  undivided  Trinity,  and  the  Incarnation  of  the  eternal  Son 
of  God,  according  to  the  Constantinopolitan  CreeS,  which  they  only  re- 
tain in  their  Liturgies  and  Catechisms,  *  *  *  ^^  (q  t^^i  of  S, 
Athanasius  they  are  wholly  strangers  to  it. 

But  *  *  a  sacred  synopsis, ' '  (Ivvotln^:  'lepa,  nepUx^tuira  dxoXouOta^  xo) 

eu)[di  ixd(TT<fi  )^pt(T7ta)ftj}  TTpotrrjxouffa^  xai  &XXa  wtpiXtfia^  published  at  Venice, 

A.  D.  1862,  is  found  p.  338  ^'  A  Syynbol  of  St.  Athanasius,  Archbishop 
of  Alexandria.''  But  the  work  is  merely  a  popular  and  private 
prayer  book,  not  one  of  the  regular  Church  books,  and  therefore  can 
not  claim  Church  authority.  It  corresponds  to  the  many  Prayer 
Books  of  the  Latins,  such  for  instance  as  are  used  by  the  laity  in  the 
Churches.  Dr.  SchaflFin  his  Creeds  of  Christendom,  volume  i.,  page 
42,  states  of  the  Athanasian  Creed : 

**In  the  Greek  Church  it  never  obtained  general  currency  or 
formal  ecclesiastical  sanction,  and  is  used  only  for  private  devotion, 
with  the  omission  of  the  clause  on  the  double  procession  of  the 
Spirit. '' 

In  a  note  on  the  same  page  Schaflf  writes : 

**Some  Greeks  say  that  the  words  et  Filio  (ver.  23)  are  a  Latin 
interpolation,  others  that  Athanasius  was  drunk  when  he  wrote  them. 
Most  Greek  copies  omit  them,  and  read  only  aizo  mu  Tzarpd^ ;  Mont- 
faucon,  Athan.  Opera,  ii.,  728.** 


(13.)  See  Waterland's  work  on  it,  and  Kollner*s  Symbolik,  and  Schafif. 
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No  intelligent  Greek  would  now  acx^use  Athanasius  of  drunken- 
ness or  of  being  the  author  of  that  Creed.  Contogonis  in  his  'laropia^ 
tome  2,  page  144,  pronounces  it  spurious.  But  the  I^atin  original  of 
verse  23,  on  page  68,  volume  ii.,  of  SchaflPs  Creeds  of  Christendom 
does  not  necessarily  teach  the  doctrine  of  the  double  Procession, 
though  that  sense  may  be  derived  from  it.  For  it  does  not  assert 
that  the  Spirit  proceedeth  out  ^the  Son,  ex  Filio,  but  only  that  it  is 
''from  the  Son,''  a  *  *  *  Filio:  est,  is,  is  understood  from  verse 
22,  where  it  is  expressed.  The  form  in  the  Prayer  Book  of  the 
Church  of  England  has  * '  w  *  *  here  in  verse  23.  The  Holy  Spirit 
therefore  may  be  understood,  according  to  the  I<atin,  to  be  from  the 
Son  in  the  sense  not  of  Procession  but  of  temporal  Mission  merely. 

Much  less  does  that  Creed  assert  that  the  Holy  Spirit  proceeds 
eternally  out  of  the  Son ;  and  hence  it  is  not  definite  on  that  point. 

If  any  Greek  translation  has  ajro  rob  Tlou,  'from  the  Son,''  that 
might  refer  to  Mission.  It  would  require  'ex  roD  Tldb  to  mean  that 
the  Spirit  proceeds  outofQex)  the  Son,  and  the  I^atin  a  *  *  Filio, 
that  is,  "from  the  Son,"  does  not  warrant  Vx  too  Tlob, 

To  sum  up ;  it  seems  that  perhaps  since  about  A.  D.  1680,  when 
Dr.  Smith's  work  was  published,  the  so-called  Athanasian  has  crept 
into  at  least  one  private  prayer  book.  But  we  have  not  seen  a  syl- 
lable which  serves  to  show  that  it  has,  as  yet,  succeeded  in  making 
its  way  into  any  of  their  authorized  public  offices.  Nevertheless 
Macarius,  Bishop  of  Vinnitza,  and  rector  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Academy 
of  St.  Petersburg,  remarks  of  the  Creed  of  Gregory  the  Wonder- 
worker and  of  **  that  which  is  known  under  the  name  of  Athanasius  of 
Alexandria, ' '  that  they  are  *  'admitted  and  revered  by  all  the  Church'  *  ( 1 4) : 
and  in  another  work  this  same  prelate  speaks  of  certain  "Expositions" 

(14)  Macaire,  Thdologie  Dogmatique  Orthodoxe,  French  translation,  t.  i., 
p.  19,  Paris,  A.  D.  1859  \  speaking  of  the  Theology  of  the  Orthodox  Easterns, 
writes :  **1^fondement  immuable  de  cette  Thdologie,  c*  est  le  syfnbole  de  NicU 
et  Constantinople f  qui  a  remplac6  tons  les  symboles  ant6ieurs,  et  qui  est  re9U 
par  r  £glise  oecom^nique  comme  la  r^gle  immuable  de  la  foi  pour  tons  les 
si^cles,  et  avec  ce  symbole,  a  titre  de  complement,  toutes  Us  decisions  en  tnatih^e 
de  foi,  et  des  saints  conciles,  tant  provinciaux  qu^  oecufpUniques,  et  des  saints 
Phrs  de  V  £gliae  cit&  par  la  concile  in  Trullo;  de  m€me  que  le  symbole  de 
saint  Grigoire  le  Thaumaturge,  et  celui  qui  est  connu  sous  le  nom  rf  Athan* 
ase  d*  Alexandrie,  deux  symboles  admis  et  v^n^:^  par  toute  V  figlise, 
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of  faith  *  *  which  sJie ' '  [the  Orthodox  Eastern  Church]  ' '  holds  from  the 
anci€7it  and  infallible  Ecumenical  Churchy  and  which  have  an  absoluU 
merit  y'^  (15)  among  which  he  enumerates,  ''The  Expositions  of  the 
Faith,  which  without  being  examined  and  expressly  confirmed  by  the 
councils,  are  nevertlieless  received  by  all  the  Ecumenical  Churchy  as  the 
Symbol  0/  Saint  Gregory  the  Wonder-worker  of  Ncocctsarea,  the  Symbd 
known  under  the  name  of  Saint  Athanasius  of  Alexandria'''  (16).     In 

(15).  Macaire,  Introduction  a  la  Thiologie  Orthodoxe,  French  translation, 
Paris,  A.  D.  1857,  p.  603. 

(16).  Macaire,  Introduction  a  la  Th<Sologie  Orthodoxe,  French  translation, 
Paris,  A.  D.  1857,  p.  603,  604,  under  the  head  of  "  Expositions  de  la  Foi,  rcnfer- 
maut  la  doctrine  symbolique  de  V  Eglise  Orthodoxe,"  thus  writes :  ^  148,  Lent 
Division,  "Si  1'  Hglise  Ortliodoxe  ne  m^rite  ce  nom  que  pour  €tre  demeur^ 
en  tout  point  fidt^le  d  1'  ancienne  Eglise  oecumdnique ;  il  s'  ensuit  que  les  expo- 
sitions de  la  foi  raaintenues  par  elle,  concises  ou  de  quelque  <$tendue  doivcnt  d 
juste  titre  se  partager  en  deux  classes : 

1.  Les  expositions  qu*  elle  tient  de  T  ancienne  Eglise  cecum^nique  infail- 
lible,  et  qui  out  un  m^fritc  absolu ; 

2.  Ses  propres  expositions,  qui  parurent  dans  la  suite,  ct  cjui  ne  tirent  leor 
nitrite  que  de  leur  conformite  avec  les  premieres,  coninie  1'  Eglise  orthodoxe 
ellc-merae  emprunte  son  importance  de  sa  parfaite  conformitd  avec  1*  ancienne 
Eglise  oecumdnique. 

?.  149.  Expositions  de  la  premiere  classc. 

Aux  expositions  de  la  premiere  classe  appartiennent : 

(i).  D*  un  c6t^*  les  professions  de  foi  r6dig6es  dans  les  conciles  oecum^niqnes, 
savoir ;  {a)  les  symbolcs  de  la  foi :  celui  des  trois  cent  dix-huit  saints  Vh» 
du  premier  coiicile  oecum^uique  ;  celui  des  cent  cinquante  saints  P^res  do 
second  concile  cecumcnique  ;  le  dogme  des  six  cent  trente  saints  P(ires  du  qual- 
ri^me  concile  cecumcnique  sur  les  deux  natures  renfermdes  dans  1'  hypostase 
unique  de  Notre-Seigueur  J^sus-Christ,  la  dogme  de  cent  soixante  et  dix  saints 
P^res  du  sixic^me  concile  oecumdnique  sur  la  double  volontd  et  la  double  action 
en  Notre-Seigneur  Jdsus-Christ;  le  dogme  des  trois  cent  soixante-sept  saints 
P^res  du  septidme  concile  cecumdnique  sur  le  culte  des  images;  et  (5),  eo 
gdndral,  les  decisions  en  niati^re  de  foi,  renfermdes  dans  les  Constitutions  des 
saints  ap6tres,  dans  les  ddcrets  des  saints  conciles  oecumdniques  et  provinciaux, 
et  dans  les  regies  des  saints  P^res,  mentionnds  par  le  concile  ///  Trullo. 

(2).  Et  d*  un  autre  cotd,  les  expositions  de  la  foi,  que  sans  avoir  Ht  exami- 
nees et  confirmees  expresshnent  par  les  conciles,  sont  pourtant  requespar  toutef 
£:glise  (saimt-nique,  comtne  le  sytnbole  de  saint  Gr^goire  le  Thaumaturge 4e 
Neoc6sarie,  le  symbols  connu  sous  le  nom  de  saint  Athanase  d'  AUxandnt. 
In  a  note  to  this  word  "  Alexandrie'*  he  adds  id.,  p.  604 :  Le  premier  s*  imprixne 
habituelleraent  en  Russie  avec  la  confession  Orthodoxe  de  1'  Eglise  catholiqBe 
et  apostolique  d*  Orient,  et  le  second  avec  le  Psautier  en  usage  pour  les  offices. 
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* 

a  note  below  he  adds :  ''The  first  is  usually  printed  in  Russia  with  the 
Orthodox  Conjession  of  the  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church  of  the  East, 
and  the  second  with  the  Psalter  in  use  for  the  offices  (17). 

Nevertheless,  Plato,  Metropolitau  of  Moscow,  states  positively  : 

*'  Our  Church  recognizes  the  Symbol  of  St.  Athanasius  (18),  and 
it  is  found  among  the  Ecclesiastical  Books,  and  it  is  impressed  upon 
us  that  we  should  follow  its  faith  :  but  it  is  never  publicly  recited." 

From  this  it  seems  that  the  so-called  Athanasian  is  not  recited 
in  the  regular  authorized  and  public  worship  in  Russia.  Nor  is  there 
any  reason  to  suppose  that  it  is  recited  in  the  four  Eastern  patriarch- 
ates in  the  regular  authorized  and  public  services,  though  it  is  found  in 

a  private  prayer  book  intended  to  be  used  not  by  a  priest,  but  by  a 
laic. 

But  we  must  make  a  distinction  between  the  reception  of  a  Creed 

itself,  and  its  use  in  the  oral  public  ser\-ice  by  the  priest. 

That  part  of  the  Orthodox  Eastern  Church  which  is  in  Russia 
receives  the  local  symbols  above  mentioned  except  the  so-called 
Apostles',  which  it  simpl^^  ignores,  but  it  is  not  clear  that  it  recites 
any  of  them  in  the  public  worship,  though  it  does,  however,  receive 
them  in  a  certain  sense,  as  containing  sound  doctrine.  It  probably 
recites  only  the  Constantinopolitan. 

In  the  four  patriarchates  of  the  East,  it  is  clear  that  in  the  public 
ser\'ices  they  make  no  use  of  the  Western  Creed  termed  the  Apostles' , 
nor  any  use  of  the  Creed  of  Gregory  the  Wonder-worker,  nor  any 
use  of  the  Athanasian.  They  would  however  receive  that  of  Gregory 
and  probably  that  termed  the  Athanasian,  without  the  double  Pro- 
cession, for  the  Russians  do ;  but  the  Greeks  recite  only  the  Constan- 
tinopolitan in  ser\-ice. 

But  it  must  be  remembered,  however,  that  the  Eastern  Church 
receives  no  other  Creeds  as  Eaimcnical  s^^mbols,  but  that  of  Nicaea, 
and  that  of  I.  Constantinople. 


K\^).  Ibid. 

(18).  Archbishop  Plato  as  quoted  in  a  note  on  p.  203  of  vol.  i.,  of  "  The  Re- 
ligious World  Displayed,  by  Rev.  Robert  Adam,'*  edition  of  London,  A.  D. 
1823  :  Symbolum  S.  Athanasii  Eccl.  nostra  agnoscit,  et  inter  Hbros  eccles. 
reperitur,  et  ut  ejus  fidem  sequamur,  inculcatur :  tamen  publice  nunquam  reci- 
tatur.  The  original  passage  is  given  as  in  M.  Duten's  Oeuvres  M^le^s,  4to,  part 
ii..  p.  164-5. 
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At  the  most,  it  receives  whatever  others  it  admits,  as  merely 
local. 

Before  closing,  may  I  have  God's  help  here  to  outline  what  will 
be  a  wise  and  proper  course  for  the  Greek  Church  to  pursue  in  the 
present  crisis  to  help  on  the  work  of  a  godly  Christian  Union  I 
Surely,  as  Christ  prayed  for  it  at  his  I^ast  Supper,  we  are  bad  men  if 
we  do  not  seek  to  achieve  it  in  every  right  way. 

They  should,  then,  maintain  firmly, 

1.  Their  Ecumenically  canonical  stand  against  the  Suprenuuy  of 
the  Bishop  of  Rome  as  distinguished  from  his  Primacy: 

2.  Their  stand  against  the  doctrine  that  the  Holy  Ghost  proceeds 
eternally  out  of  the  Son: 

3.  Their  stand  against  the  Roman  do<5lrine  of  indulgencies  and 
of  works  of  supererogation: 

4.  While  they  should  maintain,  as  they  always  have,  the  ancient 
commemoration  of  all  the  faithful  departed  and  prayer  for  them, 
they  should  still  maintain  their  opposition  to  the  non-primitive 
notions  in  the  later  Roman  dodlrine  of  Purgatory,  which  in  efiedt 
teaches  that  nearly  all  the  faithful  departed  are  in  material  fiie 
at  once  after  death  and  in  grievous  torments,  contrary  to  the 
general  truth  taught  in  Revelations  xiv.,  13,  that  since  Christ's 
ascension  those  ''who  die  in  the  Lord''  are  ''blessed'*  and  that 
they  "  rest  from  their  labors;'*  and  they  can  not  rest  if  they 
are  all  for  hundreds  of  years  in  the  torment  of  material  fire.  What- 
ever may  be  true  of  some,  the  general  portraiture  of  the  state  of  the 
faithful  departed  in  the  New  Testament  is  that  they  are  in  heaven  at 
once  after  death.     See  the  Revelations  passim. 

They  are  said  to  be  with  the  Lord  (2  Cor.  v.,  8.)  and  we  know 
that  the  Lord  is  in  heaven. 

On  matters  of  Universal  Rite,  the  Greeks  should  contend,  as  th^ 
always  have,  5,  for  the  trine  immersion  in  baptism;  and,  6,  for  the 
Chrisming  and  Eucharistizing  of  infants  and  all  directly  after  it. 

And,  7,  for  the  use  of  the  New  Testament  and  Primitive  Chuidi, 
and  Ecumenically  canonical  ^pro^,  that  is  leavened  brecul^  against 
the  custom  of  using  ^^ofia^  that  is  unleavened  wafers^  which  tlie 
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learned  Bingham  contends  ''was  not  known  in  the  Church  till  the 
eleventh  or  twelfth  ceyituries, ' '  (Bingham' s  Antiquities  of  the  Christian 
Church,  book  xv.,  chapter  2,  sections  5  and  6.) 

8.  They  should  follow  their  primitive  custom  for  which  Paphnu- 
tius,  the  monk-bishop,  contended  with,  success  at  Nicaea,  as  Socrates 
tells  us  in  chapter  xi.,  book  i,  of  his  Ecclesiastical  History,  that  each 
monogamist  bishop,  presbyter,  and  deacon,  may  keep  the  sole  wife 
which  he  had  before  becoming  a  cleric,  though  he  may  not  marry 
after  becoming  a  presbyter,  nor  after  becoming  a  deacon,  unless  when 
he  was  made  deacon,  he  made  the  statement  to  his  bishop  which  is 
mentioned  in  canon  x.  of  Ancyra,  approved  by  canon  i.  of  the  Fourth 
Ecumenical  Synod.  But,  according  to  their  old  custom,  the  drift  of 
New  Testament  teaching  and  their  own  ancient  practice  should  be 
preserved,  that  is,  as  the  single  state  is  best  fitted  for  the  episcopate, 
monks  should  nearly  always  be  chosen  to  it,  and  only  in  rare  instances, 
if  sound  and  very  learned,  like  Bishop  Bull,  for  instance,  should  a 
married  man  be  raised  to  it.  For  marriage  is  a  great  hindrance  to  a 
bishop,  and  largely  deprives  him  of  his  independence  if  persecuted  or 
much  tried.  Yet  as  one  of  the  Apostles,  Peter,  was  married,  I  see 
no  objection  to  one-twelfth  of  the  episcopate  being  married,  and  not 
one  more.  For  unless  a  limit  be  put  the  monks  will  be  stripped  of 
the  episcopate  altogether,  and  infidel,  secular  rulers  will  fill  it  with 
mere  married  men  whom  they  know  they  can  more  readily  force  to 
become  their  tools  in  breaking  down  the  faith  and  discipline  and  rites 
of  the  New  Testament  and  of  the  Six  Synods,  as  has  often  been  done 
and  is  now  done  in  the  Anglican  Church.  The  superiority  of  the 
chaste  single  state  which  is  taught  in  the  New  Testament  must  ever 
be  maintained,  and  the  great  bulk  of  the  bishops  must  always  be 
single  according  to  the  New  Testament  teaching  and  example,  and 
according  to  the  teaching  and  example  of  the  primitive  Church. 

In  brief,  the  Greek  Church  in  all  its  branches,  Greek,  Russian, 
Roumanian,  Servian,  Bulgarian  and  all  other  should  stridlly  study, 
remember  and  maintain  firmly,  all  the  dodlrine,  discipline,  and  canons 
of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils,  and,  where  they  have  not  spoken, 
all  the  historic  and  universal  Tradition  of  the  primitive  Church  on 
Christian  do<Shine,  discipline,  rite,  and  custom,  and  especially  that 
of  the  Ante-Nicene  period. 
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That  will  lead  them  to  discard  the  following  soul-damning  here- 
sies and  burning  sins,  for  which  God  has  punished  them  all  so  much, 
and  for  which  he  even  in  this  nineteenth  century  still  curses  parts  of 
Europe,  Asia  and  Africa,  with  subjugation  and  slavery  to  the  un- 
believing Turk,  or  Moor,  or  other  Mohammedan ;  namely : 

I.  The  relative  worship  of' created  persons  and  of  painted  ttnages^ 
of  images  in  low  relief  on  the  Gospels,  of  crosses  painted  and  crosses 
graven  y  of  the  Scriptures  and  of  parts  of  them,  and  of  clerical  vestments 
ajid  of  relics,  and  of  other  viaterlal  things.  For  the  Third  Ecumeni- 
cal Synod  in  dc'^osing  Nestorius  for  dilTerent  errors,  and  among  them 
for  the  error  of  the  Relative  Worship  of  Christ^  s  Hnmanlty,  has  by 
necessary  implication  condemned  all  Relative  Worship  of  every  kind. 
For  surely  every  logical  mind  should  at  once  see  tliat  if  a  bishop  be 
deposed  for  worshiping  relatively  the  highest  and  best  of  all  mere 
created  things,  that  is  the  Humanity  of  Jesus  Christ,  much  more 
should  he  be  deposed  if  he  worships  any  lesser  creature,  be  it  the 
Virgin  Mary,  the  Apostles  in  Heaven,  the  martyrs,  or  any  other 
saint,  or  any  archangel,  or  any  angel,  or  any  relics,  or  any  painting, 
or  anything  sculptured  or  graven,  or  any  cross,  or  any  other  S3'mbol, 
or  the  Bible,  or  the  book  of  the  Gospels,  or  anything  else.  That  de- 
cision of  Ephesus,  in  effect,  and  by  nccessar>'  implication,  forbids  all 
relative  worship,  which  was  the  sort  of  worship  offered  by  the  idola- 
trous Israelites  to  the  golden  calf  in  the  wilderness  and  to  the  calves 
at  Dan  and  at  Bethel ;  and  commands  us  to  worship  God  alone,  the 
Father,  His  co-etenial  Word,  and  His  co-etenial  Spirit,  and  to  w^or- 

ship  them  directly,  not  through  any  created  Person,  nor  through  any 
thing. 

2.  Besides,  all  the  canons  approved  by  the  first  Four  Ecumenical 
Synods  should  be  rigorously  obeyed,  and  such  new-fangled  bodies  as 
Holy  Governing  Synods,  etc.,  should  be  abolished. 

3.  Such  abuses  in  the  matter  of  rite  as  the  mediaeval  or  modem 
custom  of  giving  both  the  bread  and  the  wine  in  a  spoon  together, 
should  be  abolished,  for  it  is  not  a  cleanly  nor  a  healthy  thing  to  do, 
as  a  Greek  gentleman  once  told  me,  to  j^ut  the  same  spoon  into  many 
mouths,  some  of  which  may  be  diseased,  and  so  the  reception  of  the 
Eucharist  has  perhaps  often  been  the  means  of  spreading  disease  and 
sometimes  death.  No  well-bred  gentleman  would  expect  all  his 
chests  at  a  cleanly  secular  supper  to  use  the  same  spoon.     No  more 
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should  we  at  Christ' s  Holy  Supper.  The  ancient  custom,  once  universal 
West  and  East,  of  giving  the  bread  and  the  cup  separately  should  at 
once  be  restored.  Bingham  proves  i\js,primitiveness  and  universality 
in  his  Antiquities  of  the  Christian  Church,  book  xv.,  chapter  5,  sec- 
tion 2.  Compare  book  xv.,  chapter  3,  section  35,  where  Bingham 
w^ell  rebukes  those  ignorant  and  really  irreverent  men  who  attempted 
to  rebuke  Christ  and  the  whole  primitive  Church  East  and  West  by 
changing  His  institution  in  the  Eucharist  which  the  whole  ancient 
Church  followed.  The  Greeks  have  the  less  excuse  for  continuing 
the  present  innovation  on  that  matter,  because  it  is  sternly  prohibited 
under  a  heavy  penalty  by  canon  ci.  of  the  Trullan  Council  of  A.  D. 
691,  which  tliey  profess  to  receive. 

4.  Another  abuseJ  would  specify,  which  was  not  their  custom 
as  late  as  the  disputes  between  Photius  and  some  Westerns  of  France 
in  the  ninth  century,  that  is  the  custom  of  monks  and  clcrick  wearing 
long  hair  like  a  woman,  in  plain  contravention  of  the  law  of  the  Holy 
Ghost  in  i  Corinthians,  xi.,  14,  where  St.  Paul  asks,  ''Doth  not  even 
7iaiure  itself  teach  you ,  that  if  a  man  have  long  hair  it  is  a  shamk  unto 
him  f  The  old  custom  so  far  as  appears,  of  the  Greek  monks,  or 
at  least  of  many  of  them,  was  to  shear  their  hair,  and  one  at  least  of 
the  French  answerers  to  the  Orientals  in  the  ninth  century  shows 
that  it  then  prevailed  among  the  Greek  clergy.  The  first  appearance 
of  the  custom  of  monks  wearing  long  hair  which  I  have  been  able  to 
discover  was  among  the  Massalian  heretics  whom  St.  Epiphanius  re- 
bukes for  it.  Augustine  of  Hippo  rebuked  some  monks  for  the  same 
folly  and  sin  when  it  first  made  its  appearance  in  the  West,  and  it  got 
no  permanent  ingress  there.  It  is  condemned  in  a  canon  of  the  Greek 
Trullan  Synod  of  A.  D.  691,  which  should  be  obeyed  by  the  Greeks 
for  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  New  Testament. 

I  have  merely  referred  to  a  few  abuses  which  need  correction, 
and  which  the  Bishops  of  the  Greco- Russian  Church  are  bound  in 
duty  to  God  and  His  Holy  Church  to  correct,  not  to  prostitute  their 
great  influence  and  power  in  apologizing  for.  For  Christ  will  not 
forgive  us  if  w^e  do  not  what  we  can  to  make  the  church  without 
spot  or  wrinkle  or  any  such  thing  ;  that  so  it  may  be  a  glorious 
Church  (Eph.  v.,  27).  And  palliating  and  pleading  for  abuses  never 
reforms  them. 
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And  in  brief,  if  we  would  bring  on  the  re-union  of  Christendom, 
we  must  all,  East  and  West,  be  as  willing  to  reform  our  own  abuses 
and  our  own  lack  of  obedience  to  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods,  and  our 
departures  from  primitive  doctrine,  discipline,  rite,  and  customs,  as 
we  are  willing  to  rebuke  others  for  their  abuses,  and  for  their  lack  of 
obedience  to  the  Six  Councils,  and  for  their  departure  from  primitive* 
doctrine,  discipline,  rite,  and  custom.  There  is  no  hope  of  reform- 
ing an  evil  man  till  you  can  get  him  to  see  his  faults,  and  it  is  just 
as  hopeless  to  try  and  reform  any  part  of  Christendom,  East  or  West, 
till  you  can  get  it  to  see  its  faults.  Self-examination,  by  learned 
men  especially,  and  acknowledgment  of  faults,  East  and  West,  must 
be  the  first  prerequisite  to  any  godly  and  permanent  union.  Surely 
we  should  all.  East  and  West,  learn  the  lesson  taught  by  Jeremiah  to 
Israel,  after  they  had  been  punished  for  their  image-worship  ajid 
idolatry,  *  *  Let  us  search  and  try  our  tuaySy  and  turn  again  to  the  JLord.^^ 
(lyamentations  iii. ,  40.)  For  in  the  past  we  have  been  sorely  punished 
for  such  sins  by  the  cruel  Arab  and  the  cruel  Turk,  as  Israel  were 
punished  for  them  by  the  Assyrian  and  by  the  Babylonian. 

Another  counsel  would  I  give  to  all  Easterns  and  Westerns. 

In  things  of  lesser  account,  such  for  instance  as  the  veiled  chan- 
cel of  the  East  and  the  unveiled  chancel  of  the  West,  let  each  part  of 
Christendom  keep  its  own  mere  local  custom  which  has  been  from 
the  beginning,  so  far  as  appears ;  and  let  not  the  Oriental  fault  the  • 
Western  for  such  trifling  differences,  nor  the  Western  the  Oriental. 

Only  the  Oriental  bishop  should  banish  the  abominable  innova- 
tion, the  iconostasis,  and  restore  the  ancient  veil :  and  if  he  finds  a 
picture  or  image  of  any  kind  on  it,  let  him  do  what  an  Orthodox 
Oriental  bishop,  St.  Epiphanius,  Metropolitan  of  Cyprus,  did  with  a 
similar  image,  that  is  tear  it  up,  or  else  at  least  remove  it.  For  no 
such  image  of  jealousy,  which  provokes  the  jealous  God  to  jealousy, 
should  be  allowed  for  one  moment  in  his  house  to  lure  foolish  women 
into  idolatry  to  the  damnation  of  their  poor  souls.  For  \\\\h  refer- 
ence to  the  likeness  as  well  as  to  the  graven  image,  God  proclaims 

that  He  is  the  Jealous  God  and  that  He  will  punish  (Exod.  xx.,  4, 
5,  and  6). 

After  the  triumph  of  image-worship  in  the  East  in  the  ninth 
century,  the  facts  against  it  were  suppressed,  and  lies  were  scattered 
broadcast.     And  so  to-day  there  is  a  great  lack  of  knowledge  among 
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the  Orientals  as  to  the  testimony  of  their  own  forefathers  against  all 
forms  of  creature-service.  They  are  well  given  in  Tyler's  Primitive 
Christian  Worships  in  his  work  on  the  Worship  of  the  Virgin  Mary^ 
and  in  that  on  Image  Worship,  Bishop  Bull's  Vindication  of  the 
Church  of  England  from,  the  Errors  and  Corruptions  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  is  good,  though  not  so  full  as  Tyler's  three  works  and  his 
work  on  What  is  Romanism  f 

Bingham  is  very  valuable,  though  there  is  a  blemish  in  one 
place,  where  he  salves  over  the  sin  of  relative  worship  of  the  altar,  and 
of  other  parts  of  the  church  by  kissing,  embracing,  saluting,  and  the 
giving  any  of  those  acts  of  paganism  to  the  Bible  or  to  any  part  of  it : 
for  they  are  all  plainly  and  indisputably  acts  of  relative-ser\'ice,  done 
on  the  principle  by  which  the  heathen  defends  his  image-worship, 
that  is,  that  the  act  of  religious  service  done  to  material  things  goes 
through  them  to  the  prototype  represented  by  the  image,  or  to  the 
deity,  that  is,  the  god  or  goddess  or  saint,  to  whom  such  material 
things,  be  they  books,  altars,  temples,  relics,  images  painted  or  im- 
ages graven,  or  symbols,  are  related.  The  faulty  place  in  Bing- 
ham, to  which  I  refer,  is  in  section  9,  chapter  x.,  book  viii.,  of  his 
Antiquities,  where  some  of  his  authorities  are  spurious,  notably  his 
reference  to  Athanasius.  He  gives  the  historic  facts  against  the  use 
of  graven  and  of  painted  images  under  ' '  Images ' '  and  '  *  Pictures ' '  in 
the  Index  to  his  Antiquities;  and  those  against  invoking  creatures 
under  ''Prayers''  and  ''Saints,'' 

If  the  Oriental  Church  Ecclesiarchs  first  refonn  the  Oriental 
Church  on  the  basis  of  the  VI.  Synods,  and  act  with  full  learning 
and  Orthodoxically  and  wisely,  they  can  exert  a  most  powerful  in- 
fluence for  God  among  all  the  divided  flock  of  Christ,  and  help  on 
the  substitution  of  a  perfedlly  sound  successor  on  the  basis  of  the  Six 
Synods  in  the  Roman  see  of  Peter,  for  the  present  hopeless  idolater, 
Leo  XIII.  and  his  heretical  and  creature-invoking  following;  and  so 
make  Rome  a  blessing,  where  it  is  now  a  bitter  and  great  curse,  be- 
cause of  its  patronage  of  spiritual  whoredom,  that  is  because  of  its 
worship  of  images  painted,  and  images  graven,  and  relics,  and  of  the 
Virgin  Mary,  and  of  Saints,  and  of  the  vast  power  it  sways  to  spread 
and  foster  those  and  other  evils  throughout  the  whole  world.  Every 
bishop  in  any  communion  who  fosters  such  sins  should  be  at  once 
deposed  and  excommunicated,  unless  he  reforms. 
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Additional  Reference  on  the  Oriental  Coynmunions : 

At  this  point  I  ought  to  state  that  I  should  have  added  as  Refer- 
ence II,  on  page  25,  above,  John  Mason  Neale's  History  of  the  Holy 
Eastern  Church,  General  Introduction,  volumes  i  and  2,  Masters, 
London,  A.  D.  1S50;  Alexandria,  YoXMrn^s  iand2,  Masters,  London, 
1S47 ;  and  Antioch,  (A  Posthumous  Fragment),  edited  by  Rev.  George 
Williams,  B.  D.,  vicar  of  Ringwood,  late  Fellow  of  King's  College, 
Cambridge;  Rivingtons,  London,  etc.,  1873.  Neale  died  in  1S66. 
From  an  advertisement  inserted  just  l^efore  the  title-page  to  volume  i 
of  the  Genejal  Introduction,  it  appears  that  he  had  intended  to  give  a 
history,  not  only  of  the  Greek  Church  proper,  but  also  of  the  Nesto- 
rians,  and  of  the  Monophysites,  and  of  the  Maronitcs. 

I  ought  to  add  that,  though  able  and  learned  in  certain  branches, 
he  was,  as  his  own  works  show,  a  creature-ser\'er,  for  in  Sermons  de- 
livered in  a  Religious  House  which  I  once  saw,  if  I  recollecft  aright, 
he  said  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  '''ivhom  ice  adorc,^'  and  so  I  infer  was  an 
iuvoker  of  creatures,  and  a  most  inexcusable  sort  of  a  creature- 
s'jr\'er,  who  as  an  Anglican  had  the  light  and  sinned  against  it,  aye, 
v/ho  had  so  little  sense  of  honor  that  he  stayed  in  a  communion 
which  in  its  Articles  condemned  him  as  a  paganizer  and  used  the 
power  which  it  confided  to  him  to  betray  its  faith  and  to  corrupt 
its  people.  And  he  did  much  during  his  comi)aratively  vshort  life  to 
bring  on  his  Church  and  countr>'  woe  and  sorrow,  ifliis  abominable 
Jeroboam-and-Ahab-like  creature-service  find  extensi\e  lodgment  in 
them.  We  grieve  over  the  fall  of  Origen,  the  most  learned  Christian 
of  his  time  ;  and  over  tlie  Arian  Eusebius  of  Coesaren,  the  Father  of 
Church  History,  and  yet  the  foe  of  St.  Athanasius  and  of  Orthodoxy; 
over  the  image-worship  and  creature-scr\4ce  of  Photius,  the 
ablest  Christian  scholar  of  the  ninth  century  ;  and  so  must  we 
over  the  sad  perversion  into  soul-damning  creature-senuce  of  John 
Mason  Xeale. 

si';cTiox  II. 

AMONG   Tin:    NKSTOKIANS. 
RKI'KKKNCKS. 

Badger's  N'estorians  and  their  Rituals,  London,  A.  D.  1852.  The 
f  )llowi:i;.;  facts  will  appear  from  what  follows  : 
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I.    KCUMENICAI.  SYMBOLS. 

They  use  the  Symbol  of  the  318,  without  all  the  Constantiuo- 
politan  additions. 

II.     LOCAL  CREEDS. 

The  Nestorians  use  neither  the  so-called  Apostles' ,  nor  the  Ath- 
anasian. 

III.  They  reject  both  the  expression,  ''and  the  Son,''  and  the 
doctrine  of  the  Latins  on  that  point,  and  side  with  the  Greeks  against 
both  the  interpolation  and  the  doctrine  which  it  contains. 

IV.  They  receive  the  Ecumenical  Synod  of  Nicaea  (19)  and  speak 
highly  of  its  Symbol,  but  whether  they  receive  Constantinople  is  not 
clear  to  me. 

V.  They  reje<5t  the  Ecumenical  Synod  of  Ephesus  and  all  the 
world-councils  after  it  with  all  their  Definitions,  their  Normal  Epistles 
and  their  other  documents.  They  must  reje(5l  Chalcedon,  II.  Con- 
stantinople and  III.  Constantinople,  because  these  approved  Ephesus, 
and  their  decisions  are  indissolubly  linked  with  it. 

All  these  points  are  clear  from  the  following  references  or  state- 
ments: 

Rev.  George  Percy  Badger,  one  of  tlie  Honorable  East  India 
Company's  chaplains  in  the  Diocese  of  Bombay,  hi  his  work  on 
"  The  Nestorians  and  their  Rituals,''  London,  A.  D.  1852,  informs 
us  that  the  Nestorians  have  only  the  Creed  of  Niccea,  seemingly  in  a 
peculiar  fonn,  but  they  do  not  use  that  of  the  Second  Ecumenical 
Council.  For  in  collating  the  belief  of  the  Nestorians  with  that  of 
the  Anglicans  as  expressed  in  Article  V.  of  the  Thirty-Nine  of  the 
Church  of  England  on  the  Procession  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  after 
quoting  the  language  of  the  Nicene  Creed  as  used  by  the  Nestorians 
and  an  extradl  from  one  of  their  services,  he  concludes: 

'  *  From  the  above  it  will  be  seen  that  the  Nestorians  believe  the 
Spirit  to  proceed  from  the  Father,  as  do  all  the  churches  of  the  East, 
agreeably  with  the  Creed  drawn  up  by  the  Council  of  Constantinople, 
A.  D.  381 ;  but  the  dodlrine  of  the  Procession  is  hardly  ever  adverted 
to  in  their  rituals  in  a  purely  docflrinal  fonn.     It  is  remarkable,  how- 

(19).  See  Badger's  Nestorians  and  their  Rituals,  vol.  ii.,  page  354. 
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ever,  that  in  the  so-called  Nicene  Creed  as  in  use  among  them,  they 
do  not  add  the  doxology,  which  was  subjoined  by  the  Constantino- 
politan  Council,  after  the  declaration  of  the  Spirit*s  Procession,  though 
they  are  well  acquainted  with  it,  as  will  appear  in  the  sequel. 

*  'From  these  facts  it  would  appear  that  the  Nestorians  were  never 
troubled  with  any  of  the  controversies  about  this  article  which  took 
place,  especially  in  the  West,  after  the  fifth  century.  There  can  be 
no  doubt,  however,  that,  if  dogmatically  asserted,  the  confession 
that  the  Holy  Spirit  proceeds  from  the  Father  and  the  Son  would  by 
them  be  considered  heterodox,  as  it  was  by  their  Patriarch  when  I 
translated  to  him  the  Creed  as  used  in  our  Communion  Office.  But 
after  quoting  the  Scriptural  (20)  authorities  on  which  this  truth  rests, 
and  upon  showing  him  how  positive  the  inference  was  that  the  Pro- 
cession was  also  from  the  Son,  his  obje<5lion  to  it  as  a  do<5lrine 
seemed  to  be  removed,  though  he  did  not  appear  to  admit  that  the 
Western  Church  possessed  the  right  of  adding  the  Filioque  to  the 
Creed  of  an  Ecumenical  Council  "  (21). 

Further  on  in  his  work,  Mr.  Badger,  in  a  comparison  of  the 
Anglican  and  Nestorian  belief,  regarding  the  do<5lrines  contained  in 
the  39  Articles  quotes  the  Eighth  thus : 

' '  The  three  Creeds,  Nicene  Creed,  Athanasius'  Creed,  and  that 
which  is  commonly  called  the  Apostles'  Creed,  ought  thoroughly  to 
be  received  and  believed,''  etc.     He  thereupon  remarks  : 

**  The  only  07ie  of  these  three  Creeds  in  use  among  tlu  Nestorians  is 
the  Nicene,     This  differs  from  that  of  the  Western  Church  in  its 

(20).  The  learned  but  creature- worshipping  Anglican  presbyter,  J.  M.  Neale, 
Warden  of  Sackville  College,  who  edited  Badger's  work  ;  in  it,  vol.  ii.,  p.  425, 
note  25,  remarks  on  the  above  and  following  statements : 

**  Had  Mr.  Badger  been  more  practically  acquainted  with  the  Filioqtie  con- 
troversy, perhaps  he  might  have  written  this  paragraph  differently  :  at  all  events, 
whatever  single  expressions  may  be  quoted  here  and  there  from  Nestorian 
Rituals,  it  is  certain  that  they  hold  the  Single  Procession  as  strongly  as  any  other 
Eastern  Christians:  i.  Because  the  Latin  innovation  has  never  been  imputed  to 
them  by  the  Orthodox  Eastern  Church. 

2.  "Because  Theodoret,  their  great  pattern,  used  it  as  a  reductio  ad absur- 
dum  in  his  writings  against  S.  Cyril." 

In  matters  pertaining  to  the  Orientals  Mr.  Neale  was  a  diligent  student, 
though  a  heretic,  and,  I  have  heard  from  Bishop  Young,  of  Florida,  given  to  dnnk. 

(21).  Badger's  Nestorians  and  their  I^ituatSf  vol.  ii.,  p.  78,  79. 
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omissioii  of  the  Filiogue,  and  the  part  added  by  the  Council  of  Con- 
stantinople, as  has  been  observed  under  Art.  V. 

**  The  Creed  known  as  the  Athanasian,  is  found  in  none  of  the 
Nestorian  rituals,  nor  have  I  heard  of  its  existence  in  any  of  their 
theological  writings.  The  Patriatch,  Mar  Shimoon,  on  reading  it, 
said  that  the  only  objection  against  it  was  the  declaration  of  the 
Spirit's  procession  from  the  Father  and  the  Son,  and  the  sentence 

*  one  altogether,  not  by  confusion  of  substance,  but  by  unity  of  person  J* 

*  *  *  The  Apostles*  Creed  is  equally  unknown  to  tie  Nestor- 
ians.  It  is  occasionally  to  be  met  with  in  the  books  printed  at  Rome 
for  the  Chaldaeans,  [that  is  for  the  Romanized  Nestorians,]  but  even 
these  scarcely  ever  made  use  of  it"  (22). 

The  term  **  doxology  '*  used  of  the  Constantinopolitan  additions 
in  the  first  passage  is  incorredl.  The  language  of  the  second  passage 
is  more  exact.  Still  one  other  remark  by  Mr.  Badger  is  worthy  of 
note.  He  quotes  the  following  passage  as  '  *  From  the  Nicene  Creed 
as  used  in  the  three  Liturgies  of  tlie  Nestorians.''  ''And  I  believe  in 
one  Holy  Ghost ^  the  Spirit  of  truth,  proceeding  from  the  Fatlier, — the 
life-giving  spirit'\2^).  But  the  Nicene  Creed,  without  the  Constan- 
tinopolitan additions,  has  only,  **  A7id  in  the  Holy  Ghost,''  which  ex- 
pression is  immediately  followed  by  the  Anathema.  And  even  the 
Constantinopolitan  Symbol  reads  differently.  In  the  above  expression 
it  wholly  lacks  the  words  '"one,"  ''  the  spirit  of  truth,"  and  the  term 
''spirU''  after  '' life-giving,"  (translated  '' Giver  of  life"  in  the  En- 
glish Prayer  Book,)  but  it  places  it  before  ''proceeding"  {''pro- 
ccedeth"  in  our  version,)  "from  the  Fatlier."  According  to  this 
representation  the  Nestorians  must  have  altered  or  added  to  the 
Symbol  of  the  318  in  a  way  peculiar  to  themselves,  as  the  Armenians 
have  in  a  way  peculiar  to  themselves.  Still,  according  to  the  state- 
ments above,  they  must  omit  some  of  the  Constantinopolitan  addi- 
tions.    It  is  to  be  regretted  that  Badger  has  not  given  us  the  full  form. 

The  Nestorians  reject,  as  has  been  said,  all  the  Ecumenical 
Synods  except  the  first  two,  and  all  their  work,  and  all  their  con- 
demnation of  Nestorian  heresy,  notwithstanding  the  attempts  of  some 
to  make  their  difference  from  Orthodoxy  a  mere  logomachy. 

(22).  Badger's  Nestorians  and  their  Rituals,  vol.  ii.,  p.  92,  93. 
(23.)  Id.  voL  2,  p.  78. 
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That  they  reject  Ephesus  is  clear  beyond  a  doubt: 

1 .  From  their  siding  with  Nestorius  and  his  doctrine  there  con- 
demned by  it. 

2.  One  of  their  Liturgies  bears  his  name. 

3.  The  sect  derives  its  name  from  him. 

4.  Mr.  Badger  has  inserted  in  his  work  a  document  which  puts 
into  the  mouth  of  the  Nestorians  the  statement,  **  The  Nestorian 
Church  has  hitherto  rejected  the  councils  of  Ephcstis  arid  Chalcedon,*' 

5.  As  will  be  seen  hereafter,  they  proclaim  woes  against  all  who 
maintain  the  doctrines  of  Ephesus  which  were  maintained  by  Chal- 
cedon  also;  and  against  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  who  was  the  great 
promoter  of  Ephesus. 

Blunt,  in  his  Dictionary  0/ Sects,  Heresies,  etc.,  under  JVeslonans, 
states  as  follows,  and  quotes  from  Asseman*s  De  Catholicis  seu  Pat- 
riarchis  Chaldaeoriim  et  Nestorianornm  Commentarins,  1775,  P^- 
xliv.,  what  is  below  translated  by  me: 

"It  need  hardly  be  said  that  the  Nestorians  repudiate  the  Coun- 
cils of  Ephesus  and  Chalcedon.  Timotheus,  their  Patriarch,  in  a 
national  synod  [A.  D.  786,  confinned  A.  D.  804],  pronounced  [I 
translate  the  Latin]  the  Synod  of  Ephesus  and  that  of  Chalcedon 
anathematized,  because  they  taught  that  two  Persons  had  become 
united  in  one. ' ' 

Mr.  Badger,  however,  states: 

*  *  It  is  to  me  a  matter  of  great  suq^rise  that  the  Nestorian  rituals 
contain  no  formal  condemnation  of  the  Council  of  Ephesus.  The 
excommunication  of  Nestorius  is  frequently  refered  to  and  censured, 
but  no  mention  whatever  is  made  of  the  Council  which  expelled 
him  from  the  Church"  (24).  Nevertheless  in  a  note  on  the  same  page 
as  the  last  part  of  this  sentence  he  gives  us  Nestorian  authority  for 
rejecting  this  council  by  name  (25):  moreover  he  himself  gives  us  the 
following  extracts  from  one  of  their  services: 

I.  "Woe,  and  woe  again,  to  all  who  say  that  Mary  is  the 
Mother  of  God*  *  (26).     The  Council  of  Ephesus  did  not  say  that  Mary 


(24).  ^dA^s^^^  Nestorians  and  their  Rituals,  vol.  2,  p.  126. 
(25).  Ibid.     (26).  Id.,  vol.  ii.,  p.  80. 
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was  ^  i^^i'^ip  ^''y  Stdi)  '^  the  Mother  of  God,''  but  Osoroxo^^  ''  Bringer  Forth 
of  God.''  But  nevertheless  this  denunciation  is  plainly  leveled  at 
that  term.     What  it  is  in  Syriac  Mr.  Badger  does  not  state. 

2.  **  Woe,  and  woe  again  to  all  who  do  not  confess  in  Christ  two 
Natures,  Two  Persons  and  one  Parsopa  or  Filiation"  (27).  This  doc- 
trine of  *  *  Two  Persons '  *  is  pointedly  condemned  by  both  Ephesus  and 
Chalcedon. 

3.  *'Woe,  and  woe  again,  to  the  wicked  Cyril"  (28).  This 
Cyril  was  the  soul  of  the  Orthodoxy  of  Ephesus,  and  is  commemo- 
rated and  lauded  by  Chalcedon.  A  chief  business  of  Ephesus  was  the 
condemnation  of  Nestorius'  misinterpretation  of  the  Ecumenical 
Symbol  of  Nicaea  contained  in  a  letter  which  he  wrote  to  Cyril,  and 
the  approval  for  all  time  of  Cyril* s  letter  to  Nestorius  as  a  correct  in- 
terpretation of  the  same  Symbol.  It  also  approved  St.  Cyril's  letter 
which  has  the  XII.  famous  Chapters. 

Moreover,  at  Chalcedon,  a  main  part  of  the  business  done  was  to 

make  a  letter  of  Cyril  to  John  of  Antioch  a  Nonu  of  Definition  on  the 

Ecumenical  Symbol.  And  Chalcedon  approved  all  that  was  done  at 
Ephesus. 

All  these  facts  prove  incontestibly  that  the  Nestorians  proclaim 
woes  against  all  who  hold  to  the  dodlrine  of  the  Ecumenical  Councils 
of  Ephesus  and  Chalcedon,  and  to  the  blessed  defender  of  God's 
saving  truth,  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  who  presided  at  Ephesus. 
Consequently  the  Nestorians  must  reject  the  Normal  Epistle  of  Cyril 
to  Nestorius,  approved  and  adopted  as  a  Norm  of  Interpretation  on 
the  Ecumenical  Symbol  of  Nicaea  at  Ephesus,  and  the  Normal 
Epistle  of  Cyril  to  John  of  Antioch  and  the  Nonnal  Epistle  of  Leo 
I.  to  Flavian,  both  of  which  were  approved  and  adopted  as  Norms  of 
Interpretation  on  the  same  Symbol  at  Chalcedon.  They  also  reject 
Cyril's  letter  which  has  the  XII.  Chapters. 

The  question  now  recurs  as  to  their  reception  of  the  second  Ecu- 
menical Council,  the  First  of  Constantinople,  and  their  use  of  the  ad- 
dition to  the  Nicene  Creed  made  in  it. 

The  fadls  on  which  to  base  an  opinion  are  as  follows : 

I.  Rev.  Mr.  Badger  nowhere  asserts  that  they  receive  it. 

(27).  Bsidger^s  Nestorians  and  their  /^ittM/s,  vol.  2,  p.  126. 
(28).  Badger's  Nestorians  and  their  RituaiSy  vol.  ii.,  p.  80.     Compare  id., 
vol.  ii.,  p.  398,  399- 
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2.  He  infonns  us  that  they  do  not  use  the  additions  to  the  Nicene   [ 
Creed  put  forth  at  Constantinople  (29),  which  they  would  if  they  re- 
ceived that  Council  as  Kcumenical. 

3.  We  have  seen  no  mention  in  their  documents  as  given  by  Mr. 
Badger,  of  their  receiving  that  Council. 

They  do  seem,  however,  to  admit  the  part  of  the  Constantinopol- 

itan  additions  which  relates  to  the  Holy  Ghost  or  something  like  it, 

though  whether  they  ascribe  it  to  the  Council  of  Constantinople,  is 

not  clear.     See  Badger's  work,  vol.  ii.,  p.  78,  79,  80,  where  is  found, 

the  following  extract  from  the  Sinhados    "On  the  faith  of  the  318, 

with  a  short  exposition  by  the  Synod  convened  by  Mar  Yeshua- 
Yau:" 

**  When  they  had  finished  their  deliberations  on  the  Divinity  and 
Humanity  of  Christ  they  condemned  the  impiety  of  Macedonius,  who 
blasphemed  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  they  declared  thus : 

**  And  in  one  Holy  Ghost,  the  life-giving  Lord,  proceeding  from 

the  Father,  who  with  the  Son   is  worshiped,   who  spake    by  the 
prophets. 

'  *  Hereby  the  Fathers  by  their  heavenly  doctrine,  magnified  the 
Person  of  the  Holy  Spirit,   and  confessed  that  he  is  the  Offspring  of 

the  Self  Existant,"  etc. 

But  Abd  Yeshua,  Nestorian  Metropolitan  of  Nisibis  and  Ar- 
menia, A.  D.  1298,  catalogues  among  **  the  Synods  of  the  Westerns, 
that  of  Nice,  of  Byzantium,  of  Gangra,  the  false  one  of  Ephesus,*' 
[whether  by  this  is  meant  the  Ecumenical  of  A.  D.  431,  or  the 
Robbers'  Synod  of  A.  D.  449,  is  not  clear,  though  the  Nestorians  re- 
ject both],  **  that  of  Chalcedon,  of  Antioch,  and  the of  theGieek 

Emperors"  (30). 

On  this  passage  Mr.  Badger  remarks : 

**The  meaning  of  the  original  is  somewhat  obscure  in  this 
passage,  but  I  conceive  the  writer  to  signify  that  the  Nestoriaas 
possess  the  Acts  of  these  Councils' '  (31).  I  have  underscored  **  possess." 
The  Nestorians  may  possess  these  Synods  but  they  cannot  receive 
them  all,  for  Mr.  Badger  himself  quotes  a  document  which  with  refer- 

(29).  Badger's  Nesiorians  and  their  Rituals,  vol.  il,  p.  ,92. 
(30).  Badger^s  A^estorians  and  their  RituatSf  vol.  il,  p.  378. 
(31).  Id.,  vol.  ii.,  p.  378,  note. 
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ence  to  **  the  Councils  of  Ephesus  and  Chalcedon,*'  states  that  **  the 
Nestorian  Church  has  hitherto  rejected  them'  *  (32).  And  that  they  re- 
ject Ephesus  is  beyond  a  doubt  clear  from  what  is  said  above.  They 
do  however  receive  Nice.  It  seems  clekr  therefore  that  Mar  Abd 
Yeshua  included  in  his  Catalogue  of  Western  Synods  what  his  sect 
receive  and  what  they  reject.  So  that  the  mere  fact  that  Byzantium 
is  mentioned  in  it  is  not  of  itself  sufficient  proof  either  that  they  reject 
or  receive  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council.  After  giving  this  stat- 
ment  of  Western  Synods  he  adds :  **  And  we  [the  Nestorians]  possess 
the  Eastern  Synods  of  Ishak,  of  Barsoma,  of  Mar  Awa,*'  etc.,  among 
which  however  Nicsea  is  not  found.  So  that  it  is  clear  that  Mar  Abd 
Yeshua  in  this  work  was  simply  giving  a  historical  statement  of  what 
Synods  were  Western,  and  what  were  Eastern,  in  his  sense  of  the 
terms  Western  and  Eastern,  for,  among  those  of  the  Westerns  he  in- 
cluded Nicaea  which  he  received,  and  Ephesus  and  Chalcedon  which 
he  rejeiSled.  And,  moreover,  it  is  noticeable  that  Mar  Abd  Yeshua, 
informs  us  plainly  that  his  co-religionists  *' possess**  the  Eastern  Sy- 
nods, while  he  is  silent  as  to  the  question  of  their  possessing  or  not 
possessing  the  Acts  of  any  of  the  Western  Synods,  as  Byzantium, 
for  instance,  although  Mr.  Badger  was  led  merely  to  ** conceive'* 
that  they  do.  So  that  from  all  the  information  given  by  Badger  we 
are  uncertain  whether  the  Nestorians  receive  I.  Constantinople  or  not. 
And  yet  it  is  not  improbable  that  they  receive  it.  Still  the  fadls  are 
not  sufficiently  definite  to  justify  the  positive  assertion  that  they  do, 
or  do  not. 

The  Nestorians,  who  have  some  good  traits,  for  they  are  said  not 
to  believe  in  Transubstantiation  and  not  to  be  so  deeply  sunk  in 
Image-Worship  as  the  Greeks  and  the  Monophysites,  should  ex- 
amine Ephesus  and  the  three  other  Ecumenical  Synods  which  they 
reject,  and  they  will,  if  impartial  and  unprejudiced,  see  their  own 
errors  and  will  receive  those  four  Councils,  and  give  up  all  the  errors 
condemned  by  them  and  will  lay  aside  their  cross- worship  and  their 
invocation  of  creatures  and  all  their  other  heresies,  and  be  one  with 
Christ  and  his  church  again.  Their  position  now  is  a  lamentable 
one,  for  they  maintain  the  cause  of  justly  condemned  creature-ser\'- 
ers,  that  is  of  Nestorius,  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia,  and  Diodore  of 


(32).  Id.,  vol.  ii.,  p.  354. 
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Tarsus,  leaders  in  the  errors  of  relative-worship  of  creatures,  and  of 
denial  of  the  Incarnation. 

From  what  I  have  seen,  I  judge  that  they  are  given  still  to  rel- 
ative-worship, and  to  the  Nestorian  Consubstantiation  and  the  wor- 
ship of  the  elements  in  the  Eucharist  which  Theodoret  maintained, 
and  which  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  in  eflfect  opposed,  and  to  the  Nes- 
torian man-eating  {dvOpwTro^a^ia)  which  St.  Cyril  condemned,  as  did 
Ephesus  also,  in  effect. 


AMONG  THE  MONOPHYSITE  HERETICS. 

REFERENCES. 

1.  Ludolfi  Historia  yEthiopica. 

2.  Wilson's  Lands  of  the  Bible, 

SECTION  3. 
AMONG  THB  COPTS  AND  ABYSSINIANS. 

REFERENCES. 

In  lyudolfi  Historia  jEthiopica^  we  find  the  statemei\ts  that  the 
Abyssinians  who  are  Monophysites, 

1.  Do  not  use  the  Apostles'  Creed,  nor  do  they  know  of  it  (33). 

2.  They  use  the  Nicene  or  Coustantinopolitan  in  a  peculiar 
form,  as  follows: 

**  We  believe  in  one  God  the  I^ord,  the  Best,  the  Greatest,  the 
Father  Almighty,  Maker  of  Heaven  and  earth,  who  sees  [all  things,] 
and  can  not  be  seen. 

**  And  we  believe  in  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  only  Son  of  the 

(33).  Ludolfi  Historia  jEthiopica,  torn,  i.,  lib,  iii.,  cap.  5,  sect  19,  Sjrm- 
bolo  Fidei  Catholica:  Nicseno  communiter  utuutur,  idque  *  *  Oratianem 
Fidei  vocant  Illo  quo  nos  utimur  uti  caeteri  Orien tales  carent;  haud  levi  in- 
dicio,  Apostolos  illius  autores  non  esse,  quamvis  doctrinse  ratione  apostolicom 
recte  vocetor.  In  the  Commentaries  on  the  above  in  the  same  work,  torn.  iL, 
p.  352,  Lodolf  writing,  ^^DeSymbolo  Fidei  quo  Habesseni  utuntur^^*  TemsxkA\ 
"Diximus  in  Historia  nostra,''  [He  means  as  above],  "^thiopes  ignorare 
Symbolum  Apostolicum  quo  nos  utimur,  et  pro  eo  adhibere  Symbolum  Nicse- 
num,  vel  potius  Constantinopolitanum.  Quamvis  hoc  ipsimi  symbolum  com- 
muniter Nicsenum  vocetur.  The  German  form  of  Ludolf 's  name  as  given  on  the 
title  page  is  Leutholf. 
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Father,  existing  with  Him  before  the  world  was  created,  Light  which 
is  out  of  Light,  God  out  of  very  God,  who  was  bom,  not  made,  who 
is  equal  to  the  Father  so  far  as  his  divinity  is  concerned,  through 
whom  all  things  were  made,  but  without  whom  was  nothing  made 
either  in  heaven  or  in  earth ;  who  for  us  men  and  for  our  salvation 
came  down  from  heaven,  and  was  made  man  [or  ^^  took  flesh  f'^  of  the 
Holy  Ghost  and  out  of  Mary  the  Holy  Virgin:  he  put  on  a  man,  and 
was  crucified  in  the  days  of  Pontius  Pilate ;  suflfered,  died  and  was 
buried,  and  rose  from  the  dead  on  the  third  day,  as  it  is  written  in  the 
Holy  Scripture :  He  ascended  with  glory  into  heaven  and  sitteth  at 
the  right  hand  of  his  Father :  he  will  come  again  in  glory  to  judge 
the  living  and  the  dead,  and  of  his  Kingdom  there  will  be  no  end. 

**  And  we  believe  in  the  Holy  Ghost,  the  lifegiving  Lord,  who 
proceedeth  from  the  Father :  We  worship  him ;  we  glorify  him  with 
the  Father  and  the  Son  :    He  spake  through  the  prophets. 

**And  we"]  believe  in  one  holy  apostolic  Church  which  is  above 
all  congregations. 

**  And  we  believe  in  one  Baptism  for  the  remission  of  sins,  and  we 
hope  for  tl;e  resurrection  of  the  dead,  and  the  life  which  is  to  come 
forever.  Amen.'* (34). 

(34).  hudol^ //tstoria  ^ihiopica^  t  il,  p.  352,  gives  it  as  found  in  *Uhe  Gen- 
eral Ethiopia  Liturgy^*  with  the  following  parallel  I^atin  translation: 

"Credimus  in  unum  Deum  Dominum,  Optimum,  Maximum,  Patrem  Omni- 
potentem,  Fadlorem  coeli  et  terrae;  qui  videt  [omnia]  et  non  videri  potest  (a). 

"  Kt  credimus  in  unum  Dominum  Jesum  Christum  Filium  Patris  unicum  ez- 
istentem  cum  eo  antequam  crearetur  mundus:  Lumen  quod  ex  I^umine: 
Deum  ez  Deo  vero.  Qui  genitus  est,  non  factus:  qui  sequalis  est  Patri  in  divini- 
tate:  Per  quem  omnia  facta  sunt,  sine  eo  vero  nihil  quidquam  factum  est,  neque 
in  ccelo  neque  in  terra.  Qui  propter  nos  homines  et  propter  salutem  nostram 
descendit  de  coelis:  et  homo  factus  est  a  Spiritu  Sancto  et  ez  Maria  Sancta  Vir- 
gine.  In  virum  evasit  Et  crucifixus  fuit  in  diebus  Pilati  Pontii;  passus,  mor- 
tuus,  et  sepultus  fiiit ;  et  resurrexit  a  mortuis  tertio  die,  sicut  scriptum  est  in 
Scriptura  Sacra.  Ascendit  cum  gloria  in  coelis:  et  sedit  ad  deztram  Patris  sui 
Rursus  veniet  in  gloria  ad  judicandum  vivos  et  mortuos,  et  non  erit  finis  regno 
ejus. 

"  Et  credimus  m  Spiritum  Sanctum,  Dominum  vivificantem,  qui  processit  a 


(a),  Ludolf,  Histaria  jEthicpicat  tom.  ii.,  p.  352,  remarks  on  this  in  a  note : 
*< Sic  incongrue  reddiderunt  ^dvruv  bparuv  re  icdi  aopdruv,** 
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•      3.  They   receive  the  first  three  Ecumeiiical  Synods,   namely 
Nicaea,  I.  Constantinople,  and  Ephestis.  (35). 

4.  They  condemn  Eutyches  but  reject  the  Ecumenical  Council  of 
Chalcedon,  and,  we  judge,  all  the  Ecumenical  Synods  after  it.  They 
condemn  Pope  Leo  I.,  and  laud  Dioscorus,  and  deem  Chalcedon  to  have 
decided  heretically.  (36). 

5.  They  do  not  admit  the  words  *^and  ihe  San^*  interpolated 
into  the  Ecumenical  Symbol  of  Constantinople  and  on  the  doctrine 
signified  by  those  words  side  with  the  Greeks  against  the  Latins.  (37) 

6.  Ludolf  says  nothing  of  their  using  the  Athanasian  Creed. 
So  far  as  we  have  examined  him  we  find  no  allusion  to  it  in  his  work. 
I  infer  that  they  do  not  use  it  for  the  following  reasons: 


Patrc.  \b).      Adaramus  eum,  glorificamus  eum  cum  Patre  et  Filio;  qui  locutus 
est  per  Prophelas. 

Ivt  credimus  iu  uuani  saiictam  Ecclesiam  Apostolicam,  quae  super  omnes 
cougrcgatioues  est  (r). 

Ivt  Credimus  in  unum  baptisma  ad  remissionem  peccatonim  et  speramus 
ressurrectiouem  mortuorum  et  vitam  quae  veniet  in  aetemum.     Amen.** 

(35).  Ludolfs  Historia  JEthiopica^  t  L,  lib.  iii.,  cap.  4,  mentions  a  work 
called  '  *  The  Synod^  "or  *  *  Synodal  Book '  *  which  contains  the  ApostoHc  Constitute 
ions  and  Canons.  He  adds :  Posthuuc  librum,  occupant  tria  Concilia  (Ecumen- 
ica,  Nica:nuni,  Constantinopolitanum,  et  Ephesium,  cum  nonnuUis  proyinciali- 
bus,  quae  usque  ad  Schisma  Chalcedonense  in  Ecclesia  habita  fuemnt:  compare 
id.,  lib.  iii.,  cap.  5,  sect.  18. 

(36).  Id.,  t,  L,  tib.  iii.,  cap.  8,  and  id.,  t,  ii,  p.  354.  They  anathematize 
Chalcedon  and  all  who  hold  to  it:  compare  id.,  t,  ii.,  p.  463,  where  language  of 
the  strongest  and  most  abusive  kind  is  used  against  it  and  Leo  I.  of  Rome  and 
his  doctrines  in  regard  to  the  Natures  and  operations  in  Christ.  They  differ  from 
Eutyches,  according  to  Ludolf,  in  the  following  respect:  He  asserted  but  one 
Nature  in  Christ  as  do  they,  but  he  asserted  a  confusion  of  the  Natures  which 
they  deny.  They  follow  the  sentiment  that  there  is  no  confusion  or  commixture 
of  Natures.    See  id.,  t,  ii.,  p.  462. 

(37).  l,vi^o\£LHistoriaj£thiopica,iota,i.,  cap.  5,  sect  29,  andtom.  ii,  p.  352. 


(b).  Ludolf  adds  in  brackets  [et  Filio],  but  in  a  note  on  the  same  pa^c  _. 
marks :  Hoc  Romae  insertum  et  adscititium  est,  non  enim  reperitur  in  codicibus 
iEthiopicis  Mss.,  nee  in  Grsecis.  I  have  therefore  thrown  it  into  this  note. 
Compare  id. ,  ii. ,  lib.  iii. ,  cap.  iv. ,  sect  36,  where  he  remarks  of  a  certain  codex  of  the 
Ethiopic  Liturgy  at  Rome:  "Impressae  extant  in  codice  Romano  Novi  Testa- 
menti,  ante  Epistolas  Paulinas,  sed  interpolatae  \  ibi  euim  de  Spirita  Sancto 
legitur  *  *  *  'qui procedit a  Buire  et  Filio\*  quod  posterius  tamen  .^thiopes  cum 
Graecifi  non  a^ittunt 

(c\  On  thisLudolfi,  Historia  jEthiopica^  tom.  ii.,,p.  353,  note  "q",  re- 
marks :  Sic  Satis  incommode  reddunt  Grseca  kMKik^  koX  airocToXU^  iKKhfoutv, 
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1 .  It  is  now  admitted  among  the  learned  that  it  is  not  the  pro- 
duction of  Athanasius,  but  of  some  Western. 

2.  The  Armenians,  the  coreligionists  of  the  Abyssinians,  do  not 
use  it  in  their  Church  services :  Nor  am  I  aware  that  up  to  this  time 
the  so-called  Athanasian  has  acquired  a  position  in  the  regular 
authorized  church  services  of  any  Eastern  communion.  I  have  never 
found  it  except  in  a  mere  popular  prayer  book  (Orthodox  Greek) 
for  the  private  use  of  the  masses. 

The  Monophysite  heresy  has  produced  out  of  its  own  absurdity 
a  perfect  swarm  of  disputes.  One  of  the  latest  is  that  on  the  nativi- 
ties of  Christ.  Seethe  article  *' Adyssinman  Church*'  in  Herzog's 
Theol.  and  Eccl.  Encyclopedia,  and  late  works  on  that  country. 
Probably  in  time  these  disorders  and  rows  will  produce  a  reaction 
among  the  more  intelligent  in  favor  of  Chalcedon  and  its  orthodoxy. 
God  grant  it,  to  the  doing  away  of  all  error  and  the  acknowledgement 
of  all  truth,  that  those  who  are  astray  may  be  gathered  into  the  fold 
of  the  saved  again,  and  that  the  Copts,  the  Abyssinians,  the  Arme- 
nians and  the  Syrians  may  remove  the  wall  of  separation  which  they 
have  raised  between  themselves  and  that  Universal  Church  which 
would  gladly  help  them  drive  the  Mohammedan  from  their  terri- 
tories, and  give  them  their  own  lands  in  which  so  many  of  them  are 
as  strangers,  and  make  them  free.  As  things  are  now  and  have  al- 
ways been,  the  fault  is  theirs  and  not  the  Church's.  For  inasmuch 
as  they  worship  the  humanity  of  Christ  as  God  they  are  creatine 
servers. 

The  Ethiopic  as  well  as  the  Greek  Church  is  guilty  of  the  idola- 
try of  worshipping  the  elements  of  the  Eucharist  on  two  occasions, 
that  is  before  their  consecration  and  after  it.  Alas !  That  is  Nes- 
torian  error  on  that  rite  condemned,  in  eflfe<5l,  both  by  St,  Cyril,  of 
Alexandria,  and  by  the  Third  Ectmienical  Council.  May  they  heed 
the  Synod  and  reform !  The  paganizer,  Neale,  page  495  of  the 
General  Introduction  to  his  Eastern  Churchy  shows  that  the  Ethiopic 
and  Greek  communions  are  guilty  of  those  sins. 

On  page  509,  id. ,  Neale  states  that  the  Jacobite  Sixtus  I^iturgy 
prays  for  the  Venerators  of  St.  Mary.  * '  Their  Mariolatry  and  that  of 
the  Abyssinians  is  probably  about  as  bad  as  that  of  the  Greeks  or  of 
the  Latins. 


64  Chapter  II, 

SECTION  4. 
AMONG  THE  ARMENIANS. 
REFERENCES. 

1.  Histotre, DogfneSy  Traditions et Liturgie de  t  £glise ArmSnienne, 
Orientate  *  *  *  ouvrage  traduit  du  Russe  et  de  V  arm6nien  par  M. 
Edouard  Dulaurier  troisi&nne  Edition  corrig^e  et  augment^,  Durand, 
Paris,  A.  D.  1859.  This  work  I  judge  to  be  from  an  Armenian 
source.  It  is  remarkable  as  denying  the  Monophysitism  charged 
against  the  Armenians  (38). 

2.  Researches  of  Smith  and  Dwight  in  Armenia,  Boston,  A.  D. 
1833.  Both  of  these  gentlemen  were  in  the  service  of  the  American 
Board  of  Commissioners  for  Foreign  Missions. 

3.  Rev.  Dr.  John  Wilson*s  Lands  of  the  Bible,  Edinburgh,  1847, 
vol.  ii,  p.  479  and  following. 

I.  The  Monophysite  Armenians  receive  the  first  three  Ecu- 
menical Synods,  but  rejedl  Chalcedon,  and  consequently  all  after 
it.  They  must  therefore  admit  the  Symbol  of  the  318  and  that  of 
the  150,  and  the  two  Normal  Epistles  of  Cyril  of  Alexandria  to 
Nestorius  which  were  approved  by  Ephesus:  and  they  must  rejedl 
the  Norms  put  forth  at  Chalcedon,  namely  the  Normal  Epistle  of 
Cyril  of  Alexandria  to  John  of  Antioch;  that  of  I>o  I.  of  Rome  to 
Flavian  of  Constantinople,  and  the  definition  of  that  World- 
Synod,  and  they  anathematize  all  the  councils  after  the  first  three 
Ecumenical.     They  deem  Pope  I^o  I.  a  heretic. 

The  following  bearing  on  this  matter  is  found  in  Smith  and 
Dwight's  Researches  in  Annejtia,  vol.  ii,  p.  275:  **One  of  the  var. 
tabeds  here'*  [the  Monophysite  Armenian  Convent  at  Uch-Keleeseh] 
seemed  much  better  informed  than  the  rest,  and  as  we  were  conversing 
upon  various  topics,  he  introduced  of  his  own  accord  the  Monophysit- 
ism of  his  Church,  by  declaring  that  it  receives  only  the  first  three  of 
the  General  Councils,  Nestorius,  he  said,  held  to  a  perfect  separation 
of  the  divinity  and  humanity  of  Christ,  and  Eutyches  taught  that  his 
humanity  is  absorbed  in  his  divinity  ;  the  Armenians,  agreeing  with 
neither,  believe  that  the  two  Natures  are  united  in  one,  and  anathe- 
matize all  who  hold  to  a  different  creed.     In  this  he  spoke  advisedly, 

(38).  6ee  id..  Introduction  and  Prhtiiere  Partie, 
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for  it  is  well  known  that  Eutyches  is  acknowledged  by  neither  of  the 
three  Monophysite  sects,  the  Armenian,  the  Jacobite  Syrian,  and  the 
Coptic,  including  the  Abyssinian,  to  which  his  controversy  gave 
birth,  and  that  his  alleged  dogma  of  a  confusion  in  the  natures  of 
Christ  is  the  reason  of  his  rejection.  *  *  *  Another  intelligent  ecclesiastic 
had  told  us,  that  not  only  does  his  nation  hold  to  one  Nature,  but 
also  to  only  one  will  in  Christ,  thus  making  the  Armenians  partake 
in  the  Monothelite  as  well  as  in  the  Monophysite  heresy.  (39)  We 
inquired  of  the  vartab^d  if  his  sect  does  not  believe  that  Christ  was 
perfect  God,  and  perfect  man,  and  were  assured  that  it  does.  Here 
too  he  had  good  authority,  for  the  Armenian  Church  believes  and  ex- 
plains, as  fully  as  any  other,  these  two  important  points.  When 
asked,  also,  if  the  divine  Nature  was  so  united  to  the  human, 
as  to  suflfer  with  it  on  the  cross,  he  replied  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Divinity  to  suffer.  But  in  this,  though  his  Church  would  agree 
with  his  explanation,  he  seemed  at  least  to  contradict  her  formula- 
ries ;  for  Peter  the  Fuller's  famous  addition  to  the  Trisagion  is  still 
retained  in  them,  and  had  been  mentioned  to  us  by  another  ecclesi- 
astic, as  one  of  the  points  of  difference  between  the  Armenians  and 
the  Papists. ' '  The  addition  consists  of  the  words  italicised  and  put  in 
brackets  below  :  O  Holy  God,  Holy  Strong  and  Holy  Immortal,  \wbo 
wast  crucified  for  us\  have  mercy  upon  us." 

Dr.  Wilson  (40)  remarks:  **The  following  extract  of  replies 
given  by  an  Armenian  bishop  at  Basrah  to  Dr.  Wolff,  throws  light 
on  their  ecclesiastical  position  and  tenets  : 

*  *  Q,  What  relations  have  the  Armenians  to  the  Coptic  and  Syrian 
Churches  ? 

'^  Ans,  The  Armenians  have  the  same  faith  and  tenets  as  they 
have. 

**  Q.  What  persons  are  by  them  considered  as  heretics  ? 
**  Ans.  Macedonius,  Nestorius,  Arius  and  Pope  I^o. 

**  Q,  On  what  authority  does  the  Armenian  belief  rest  ? 

''  Ans.  The  Bible  and  the  three  first  Councils — I.  Nicaea  ;  2.  Con- 
stantinople ;  3.  Ephesus.  Every  other  Council  is  anathematized  by 
them." 

(39).  In  his  Lands  of  the  Bible,  vol.  ii.,  page  484. 

(40)  In  a  note  on  the  same  page  it  is  added :     ' '  Compare  Assem.   Bib,  Orient, , 
vol.  3,  p.  607.*' 
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The  author  of  the  work  entitled  Histoirc,  Dogmes,  Traditions  et 
Liturgie  de  V  ^glise  Arminienne^  Premiere  Partie,  endeavors  to 
make  out  a  case  in  favor  of  the  Orthodoxy  of  the  Armenians,  and  in- 
sists that  they  agree,  so  far  as  doctrinal  belief  is  concerned,  with  the 
Fourth,  Fifth,  Sixth,  Ecumenical  Councils,  and  the  (so-called)  Seventh 
though  he  admits  that  they  rejedled  Chalcedon  and  the  Normal 
Epistle  of  Pope  Leo  I.,  which  it  approved,  through  ignorance  of 
what  that  Council  really  taught  and  approved. 

But  it  is  far  from  clear  that  they  have  at  any  time  formally  re- 
ceived the  Ecumenical  Synods  after  Ephesus,  though  it  is  true  that 
they  agree  with  some  of  their  decisions,  as,  for  instance,  with  the 
image  (picture)  worship  sanctioned  at  the  so-called  Ecumenical  Coun- 
cil of  Nicaea,  A.  D.  787.  Still,  as  each  of  the  Councils  after  Chal- 
cedon approved  it,  and  all  the  Councils  before  itself,  and  as  the  Ar- 
menians have  never  received  Chalcedon,  nor  the  Fifth  Ecumenical 
Synod,  or  the  Sixth,  at  least  never  in  all  respects,  they  can  not  be 
said  to  have  received  even  the  substance  of  all  their  decisions  and 
canons,  however  true  it  may  be  that  they  receive  them  in  part.  For 
the  man  who  becomes  an  ecle<5lic  and  r^e<5ls  any  part  of  the  decisions 
of  any  of  the  Six  Synods  on  the  Two  Creeds,  or  on  either  of  them, 
or  who  rejects  any  one  of  their  canons,  provided  it  has  been  received 
by  the  whole  Church,  East  and  West,  in  reality  rejects  what  has 
Ecumenical  authority^  and  can  not  be  said  to  receive  them  ftilly. 
There  is  no  place  for  eclecSlicism  here.  The  universal  Church  must 
be  heard  in  all  her  Orthodox  utterances  in  the  First  Six  Ecimiinical 
Councils,  for  if  we  rejedl  one  part  we  may  another,  and  so  the  whole. 
Or  one  man  may  rejedl  one  part,  another  another,  a  third  another, 
and  so  on,  until  anarchy  will  be  the  result.  The  only  cause  suffi- 
cient to  rejedl  the  decision  of  the  Universal  Church  is  creature-wor- 
ship, or  some  other  deadly  sin,  such  as  the  ancient  Israelitish  and 
Jewish  Church  was  guilty  of,  and  such  as  the  so-called  Seventh 
Ecumenical  Council  was  guilty  of.  In  that  case,  to  receive  the 
voice  of  an  erring  Council  deciding  contrary  to  and  against  Holy 
Scripture  and  earlier  Catholic  Tradition,  is  to  disobey  God.  But  the 
Armenians  have  rejedled  three  Ecumenical  Synods,  namely,  the 
Fourth,  Fifth  and  the  Sixth,  without  any  such  cause.  Nor  do  they 
formally  receive  them  as  yet.  It  can  hardly  be  said,  therefore, 
whatever  may  be  true  of  a  part  of  them,  that  as  a  church,  they  are 
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qtiite  clear  from  the  imputation  of  Monophysitism,  or  that  their  or- 
thodoxy is  indisputable  at  present. 

Even  the  Armenian  Council  of  Roum-Kal6,  held  to  effedl  a 
union  with  the  Greek  Church,  A.  D.  1179,  was  not  clear  in  favor  of 
the  seven  Synods  received  by  the  Greek  Church  as  Ecumenical, 
The  account,  as  given  in  this  Histoire^  Dogmes,  etc.,  de  V  £glise  Ar- 
minienne^  shows  this:  (41). 

For,  according  to  their  own  account,  they  refused  the  demand 
of  the  Greeks  to  accept  formally  and  by  name  the  Fourth  Ecumen- 
ical Synod,  and  passed  in  silence  over  the  Fifth,  Sixth,  and  the  idol- 
atrous so-called  Seventh,  and  that  notwithstanding  all  the  efforts  of 
the  Greeks  to  bring  them  to  a  formal  and  clear  acceptance  of  them. 

Besides,  they  clung  firmly,  i.  To  the  use  in  the  Trisagion  of  the 
Words  addressed  to  Christ,  **  Who  wast  crucified  for  us;**  which  the 
Greeks  thought  savored  of  a  belief  that  the  Divinity  of  Christ  suf- 
fered on  the  cross. 

2.  To  their  custom  of  celebrating  the  Eucharist  in  wine  un- 
mixed with  water,  and  in  unleavened  wafers  (2Ct>A*«),  instead  of  the 
leavened  bread  (apro^)  of  the  New  Testament:  and 

5.  To  the  celebration  of  Christ*  s  birth  in  the  flesh  on  the 
sixth  day  of  January. 

On  point  2,  they  certainly  differed  from  all  Christian  Antiquity, 
for,  as  Bingham  shows,  it  used  the  mixed  cup,  and  <3[/oto9,  that  is, 
leavened  bread. 

(41).  Histoire,  DogmeSy  Traditions  et  Liiurgie  de  V  Aglise  Artninienne 
Orientate  *  *  *  ouvrage  traduit  du  russe  et  de  1'  arm^nien  par  M.  Edouard 
Dulaurier,  Paris,  Diirand,  1859,  page  51 ;  where  we  find  an  account  from  the 
Armenian  standpoint  as  to  what  the  Armenian  prelates  did  in  their  Council  of 
Roum-Kal^.  There  is  throughout  an  evident  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Armenian 
writer  to  go  as  far  as  he  can,  consistently  with  his  attachment  to  his  own  com- 
munion, to  please  the  Russians  of  the  Greek  Church,  for  the  work  is  in  Russian 
as  well  as  in  Armenian.  I  quote  from  this  page  51  of  the  French  translation  of 
it:  **Le  concile  de  Roum-Kald  dressa  un  acte  de  toutes  ces  conditions/* 
[that  is,  to  unite  their  Communion  to  the  Greek]  "et  les  confirma  apr^  les 
avoir  trouv^es  orthodoxes.  Cet  acte  fut  sign6  par  tons  les  6v^ques,  et  envoy^ 
k  Temperetir  Manuel  et  au  patriarche  de  Constantinople,  Th6odose,  successeur 
de  Michel.  Les  ^v^ques,  dans  la  relation  du  concile,  commencent  par  un 
long  expos^  dogmatique,  d'apr^s  le  patriarche  saint  Ners^s  Schnorhali ;  ils 
mentionnent  les  6v^ques  qui  ont  assist^,  au  nom  de  TBglise  armdnienne,  aux 
troia  premiers  conciles  oecum^niques,  et  aux  sixitoe  et  septitoe ;  reconnais- 
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As  to  point  I,  if  the  Armenians  held  plainly  and  expressly  to  the 
Two  Natures  of  Christ,  the  words  ^'who  wast  crucified  for  us,**  might 
be  taken  in  a  perfectly  Orthodox  sense,  according  to  St.  C3rril  of 
Alexandria's  dodlrine  of  Economic  Appropriation,  approved  in  the 
Third  Ecumenical  Council  when  they  received  Cyril's  two  letters 
which  contain  it,  and  which  are  addressed  to  Nestorius;  the  more  so, 

sent  solennellement  les  trois  premiers  couciles,  en  acceptent  les  d^crets,  et  pas- 
sent  sous  silence  les  cinqui^me,  sixi^me  et  septi^me.  Dans  cet  teit,  ils  pro- 
noncentanath^mecontrc  Arius,  Mac^donius,  Nestorius  et  Eutych^,  tout  en  s*ab- 
stenant  cependant  de  dire  quails  reconnaissant  le  concile  de  Chalcddoine,  qui 
avait  condamn^  Eutych^s."  At  this  point  the  shoe  pinched  badly.  Chalce- 
don  was  the  stumbling  block.  As  to  the  matter  of  their  condemning 
Eutyches,  this  proves  nothing  as  to  their  Orthodoxy ;  for  other  Monophys- 
ites  do  the  same. 

The  same  work,  page  26,  has  the  following  regarding  their  reception  of  L 
Constantinople  and  Ephesus  : 

*' Saint  Ners^s  ler  fut  le  premier  6vdque  d'  Edchmiadzin  qui  prit  le  titre  de 
patriarche  et  de  catholicos  de  toute  V  Armdnie.  En  381  il  assista  au  deoxidme 
concile  oecumdnique,  premier  de  Constantinople.  II  porta  la  parole  dans  les 
dififi^rentes  sessions  de  cette  assemblde,  et  accepta,  au  nom  de  son  Bglise,  tons 
les  d^icrets  qu'elle  rcndit. 

"  Quand  le  troisi^me  concile  oecumdnique,  celui  d'  Eph^se,  se  r6unit,  en  431, 
pour  condamuer  les  erreurs  de  Nestorius,  1'  empereur  Thdodose  II.  engagea  le 
patriarche  d'  Annduie,  saint  Sahag,  d  venir  y  assister.  L'Armdnie  ^tant  alois 
en  guerre  avec  les  Perses,  le  patriarche  ne  put  ddfdrer  d  cette  invitation.  En 
butte  aux  persecutions  du  roi  de  Perse,  Azguerd  (Yezdedjerd  II.),  il  fut  enferm^ 
dans  une  prison  ;  mais  le  patriarche  de  Constantinople,  Maximien,  et  les  ^v^ues 
Proclus  de  Cyzique,  qui  succdda  un  peu  plus  tard  d  Maximien,  et  Acace  de 
Mdlit^ne,  envoy^rent  d  saint  Sahag,  par  ses  disoiples  Ldon,  Jean,  Joseph  et  Go- 
rioun,  qui  se  trouvaient  d  Constantinople,  les  decisions  du  concile  d*  Eph^se,  cl 
communication  de  V  anath^me  lancd  contre  Nestorius. 

*'  Saint  Sahag,  rendu  d  la  liberty,  convoqua,  en  432,  les  dv^quesarmdniens,  et 
leur  fit  part  de  la  lettre  du  patriarche  grec ;  il  leur  expliqua  le  but  du  concile , 
d*  Ephdse,  adopta  de  concert  avec  eux,  ses  decisions,  et  prononya,  au  nom  de 
V  Eglise  d'  Arm^nie,  1*  anath^me  contre  Nestorius,  Theodore  de  Mopsueste  ct 
Diodore  de  Tarse.  Saint  Sahag  cnvoya  les  actes  de  cette  assembl^e  au  patri- 
arche de  Constantinople  Proclus,  afin  de  lui  prouver  que  les  Arm^niens,  n'ayant 
pu  d  cause  des  troubles  auxquels  dtait  livr^  leur  pays,  ^tre  presents  au  concile 
d'  Eph(^se,  acquiesgaient  aux  doctrines  de  cette  sainte  assembl^e.  11  lui  adressa 
aussi  une  exposition  dcs  dogmes  de  V  Eglise  arm^nienne,  que  Proclus  tronva 
Orthodoxe  et  en  tout  con  forme  d  celle  des  Grecs.  La  copie  de  la  lettre  de  Proclus 
au  catholicos  arm^nien  saint  Sahag  a  ^t^  publi^e  en  grec  et  en  latin  par  Mansi,  t 
V.  de  sa  Collection  des  Conciles.  Celle  de  saint  Sahag  d  Proclus,  qui  iut  Ine 
au  cinquidme  concile  oecum^nique,  le  deuxidme  de  Constantinople,  est  rapport^ 
dans  le  m^me  ouvrage  de  Mansi,  t.  IX. 
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as  the  above  work  on  the  Armenian  Church,  page  43,  shows  that  it 
uses  similar  language  of  God  the  Word  which  implies  the  doctrine 
of  the  Economic  Appropriation.  According  to  that  do<Slrine,  Cyril 
teaches  that  though  God  the  Word  is  incapable  of  suffering,  yet  it  is 
lawful  to  attribute  Economically  only,  the  sufferings  of  his  humanity 
to  God  the  Word,  in  order  to  teach  men  to  look  to  the  infinitely  su- 
perior Nature  of  his  Two,  that  they  may  not  fall  into  the  error  of 
worshiping  a  mere  Man,  which  of  course  would  be  Man-  Worship^ 
that  is,  Creature-  Worship,  No  man  can  understand  Cyril  unless  he 
has  read  his  two  Epistles  to  Nestorius,  which  were  approved  at 
Ephesus,  and  his  writings  in  defence  of  his  XII.  Chapters. 

I  have  thus  written  with  reference  to  the  statement  on  page  43 
of  this  work  on  the  Histoire^  Dogmes,  Traditions  et  Liturgy  de  V 
iglise  Armhtienne  Orientate^  that  the  Armenians  offer  that,  hymn 
not  to  the  whole  Trinity,  but  to  the  Son  alone. 

But  at  the  same  time  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  Greeks 
hold  that  the  Trisagion  is  offered  to  the  Trinity,  and  not  to  the  Son 
alone.  Hence  they,  of  course,  must  rejedl  the  Armenian  form  of  it 
as  abominable,  because  in  that  Greek  sense  it  teaches  Theopaschit- 
ism,  that  is,  that  the  whole  Trinity  was  crucified  and  suffered.  Thus 
a  note  on  page  140  of  the  Greek  Church  work  called  'hpd.  Karrj^^trti: 
of  Nicholas  Bulgaris,  published  at  Constantinople  in  1861,  gives  the 
Trisagion  in  the  form  in  use  among  them  as  follows: 

**Holy  God,"  (which  it  explains  to  mean  the  Father),  **Holy 
Mighty,*'  (which  it  explains  to  mean  the  Son),  **Holy  Immortal,'* 
(which  it  explains  to  mean  the  Holy  Ghost),  *'have  mercy  on  us." 

That  note  alleges  that  that  short  hymn  was  given  by  miracle  in 
the  time  of  Proclus,  who  was  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  A.  D.  434  to 
ibout  446,  to  confute  those  who  asserted  that  the  Divinity  of  God 
the  Word  suffered  on  the  cross,  and  who  with  that  view  had  added 
the  words  *'who  wast  crucified  for  tis,''  to  the  Trisagion. 

The  Armenians  use  precisely  that  form.  For  the  above  quoted 
Ffistoirey  etc,,  states  in  effect  on  page  43,  that  it  is  said  among  them 
IS  follows,  **Holy  God,  Holy  Mighty,  Holy  Immortal,  who  wast 
Tuafiedfor  us,  have  mercy  upon  us." 

Gibbon  in  chapter  xlvii.  of  his  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Roman 
Empire,  tells  how  the  populace  of  Constantinople  resisted  the  addi- 
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tion  of  the  words  ''who  wasi  crucified  for  us,**  and  the  notion  that  the 
Trinity  was  crucified  or  suffered. 

Some,  according  to  Bingham,  {AntiguiHes,  book  xiv.  chapter  2, 
section  3,)  to  avoid  any  possible  confession  that  the  whole  Trinity  ! 
suffered,  used  another  form,  as  follows: 

**Holy  God,  Holy  Mighty,  Holy  Immortal,  Christ  our  King, 
that  wast  crucified  for  us,  have  mercy  upon  us."  This  might  be 
taken  as  in  accord  with  the  Orthodox  dodtrine  of  the  Kconomic 
Appropriation. 

But  it  is  admitted  that  the  expression  ''who  wast  crucified  for 
us''  was  introduced  by  Monophysites,  that  is  by  the  Emperor  Anas- 
tasius  I.,  or  by  the  heresiarch,  Peter  the  Fuller,  (42),  and  with  the 
intent  to  express  their  heretical  dodtrine,  and  as  there  is  no  need 
of  it,  as  the  Trisagion  in  the  original  form  is  copiplete  without  it,  it 
is  altogether  advisable  to  use  that  original  form  without  any  of  the 
Monophysite  additions.  Happily,  as  in  the  West  we  do  not  use  the 
Greek  form  of  the  Trisagion,  we  have  been  free  from  the  quarreb 
about  it,  which  have  worried  the  East. 

I  would  say,  however,  that  even  in  the  original,  that  is,  the 
Greek  form,  its  language  is  so  thoroughly  indefinite  that  it  may 
be  used  as  an  address  to  the  Trinity,  as  in  the  Greek  note  in  the 
'Itpa  KaTrJxr}(rti  above  mentioned,  and  in  John  of  Damascus  as  quoted 
by  Bingham  just  above;  or  as  a  prayer  to  the  Son  alone. 

The  4th  point  should  present  no  diflSculty,  for  the  whole  Ori- 
ental Church  were  ignorant  that  Christ  was  bom  on  the  25th  of  De- 
cember till  the  latter  part  of  the  fourth  century.  Hence  Epiphanius, 
Basil,  Gregory  of  Nazianzus  and  others  apply  the  term  Epiphany 
to  what  we  call  Christmas.  See  in  proof  in  Sophocles*  Greek  Lexi- 
con, under '£-«s5«vt<*9  and  Oeo^dvia^  and  still  more  fully  in  his  Glossafytff 
Later  and  Byzantitie  Greek  under  'em^dvta. 

The  cause  of  the  difference  on  that  topic  between  the  Greeks 
and  the  Armenians  is  that  the  former  in  the  fourth  century  adopted 
the  Western  custom  of  keeping  the  anniversary  of  Christ's  birth  on 
the  25th  day  of  December,  whereas  the  Armenians  for  some  reason 
or  other,  retain  the  older  local  custom  of  the  Orient.  On  that  point, 
for  the  sake  of  peace  and  uniformity  on  a  non-dogmatic  and  trifling 

(42),  Bingham* s  Antiq,^  xiv.  2,  sect. 3. 
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atter,  the  Armenians  had  better  follow  what  is  now  the  almost  uni- 
irsal  custom.  They  can  do  so  on  the  ground,  as  do  many  in  the 
''est,  that  whether  the  25th  of  December  be  the  exact  day  or  not  of 
lirist's  birth  in  flesh,  such  a  blessed  event  is  worthy  of  being  cele- 
-ated  on  some  day,  and  as  the  Christian  world  celebrates  it  on  that 
ly  it  is  well  for  the  event's  sake  and  for  peace  sake  to  keep  it  then, 
ut  they  should  anathematize  the  idolatrous  conventicle  of  Nicaea, 
.  D.  787,  and  on  the  other  hand  formally  receive  the  Fourth  Ecu- 
enical  Council  and  the  Fifth  and  the  Sixth.  For  now  they  do  in  fact 
ject  certain  parts  of  them,  and  of  their  doctrines,  and  so  class  them- 
Ives  with  heretics  of  the  Monophysite  stripe,  however  much  they 
ay  disclaim  the  imputation  of  heresy. 

In  1869  an  Armenian  prelate  in  Constantinople  or  one  of  its 
iburbs  told  me  in  effect  that  they  received  the  doctrines  of  either  six 
seven  Ecumenical  Synods,  I  forget  which ;  but  he  did  not  say 
at  they  received  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods ;  so  that  it  is  clear 
at  they  do  not  in  all  things  receive  their  dodtrines:  for  they  are  in- 
parable  from  the  Synods  themselves. 

In  1878  I  met  on  a  French  steamship  in  the  Mediterranean,  the 
rmenian  Bishop  of  the  See,  if  I  remember  rightly,  of  Moush.  I 
ked  him  if  they  held  to  the  Two  Natures  of  Christ,  or  are  Monophy- 
:es.  He  replied  that  they  are  not  Monophysites,  but  hold  to  Two 
atures.  A  gentleman  present  who  acted  as  interpreter,  Mr.  Ras- 
m,  who  was  bom  in  the  East  of  Nestorian  or  Chaldean  ancestry, 
ntradicted  the  Bishop  and  insisted  that  the  Armenians  are  Mono- 
lysites.  But  the  Bishop  insisted  that  they*  are  not.  At  this  point 
ir  conversation  ceased,  so  that  the  Bishop  did  not  further  explain 
s  position. 

Furthermore,  a  Protestant  Armenian  friend,  whose  father  was  an 
rmenian  priest,  told  me  on  that  matter  that  some  members  of  the 
ational  Armenian  Church  are  Monophysites,  while  others  are  not, 
id  that  Monophysitism  is  a  mere  private  opinion  among  them,  not 
at  of  the  Armenian  Church. 

On  the  other  hand  Archbishop  Megherditch,  who  is  now  in  corn- 
onion  with  the  Church  of  England,  told  me  in  1878  that  the  Ar- 
snian  National  Church  is  Monophysite. 

I  would  say,  however,  that  I  was  informed  that  divergencies 
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exist  among  them,  and  that  discipline  is  not  so  vigorously  enforced 
among  them  as  it  is  among  the  Greeks,  which  may  account  for  the 
differences  on  that  point  and  on  image  worship. 

But  II.,  they  do  not  recite  the  Nicsean  or  the  Constantinopolitan 
Symbol  in  the  exadl  and  Ecumenically  authorized  form,  but  in  a 
form  which  is  peculiar,  and  which  contains  several  additions. 

TTie  Researches  of  Smith  and  Dwight  show  what  this  is.  One  of 
them  writes  as  follows : 

''  Bishop  Dionysius  assures  me  that  the  Armenians  do  not  use 
either  the  Apostles*  or  the  Athanasian  Creed  in  their  church  ser- 
vices. The  following  is  a  literal  translation  of  their  version  of  the 
Nicene  Creed : 

"  *\Ve  believe  in  one  God,  the  Father  Almighty,  the  Creator  of 
heaven  and  earth,  of  things  visible  and  invisible: 

**  'And  in  one  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  the  Son  of  God;  of  God  the 
Father,  /.  ^.,  of  the  Father's  substance,  the  only  begotten;  God  of 
God;  Light  of  Light;  very  God  of  very  God;  begotten,  not  created; 
consubstantial  with  the  Father;  by  whom  was  created  everything  in 
heaven  and  in  earth,  visible  and  invisible;  who  for  us  men,  and  for 
our  salvation,  descending  from  heaven,  became  incarnate,  was  made 
man,  was  perfe<Slly  bom  of  the  Holy  Virgin  Mary  by  the  Holy  Ghost ; 
whereby  he  received  body,  spirit  and  mind,  and  whatever  is  in  man, 
really  and  not  in  imagination.  He  suffered,  was  crucified,  and  buried ;  ) 
and  on  the  third  day  he  arose ;  and  with  that  same  body  ascended  to 
heaven ;  and  sat  down  on  the  right  hand  of  the  Father :  vnth  that 
same  body  and  the  Father's  glory,  he  shall  come  to  judge  both 
the  quick  and  the  dead  ;  whose  kingdom  shall  have  no  end. 

*  *  *  And  we  believe  in  the  Holy  Ghost,  the  uncreated,  the  perfect; 
who  spake  in  the  law,  the  prophets,  and  the  Gospels;  who  de- 
scended at  Jordan,  preached  of  him  that  is  sent,  and  dwelt  in  the 
Saints. 

**  *  And  we  believe  in  one  only  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church: 
In  one  baptism  for  repentance,  forgiveness  and  remission  of  sins 
In  the  resurrection  of  the  dead,  and  the  eternal  judgment  to  soul  and 
body :     In  the  kingdom  of  heaven,  and  the  life  everlasting.'    See 
Jamakirk."  (43). 

(43).  Researches  of  Smith  and  Dwight  in  Arfnenia,  voL  2,  p.  98^  note.  ) 
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This  is  not  the  whole.  The  only  Liturgy  in  use  among  the 
Monophysite  Armenians  adds : 

'  *  Those  who  say  that  there  was  a  time  when  the  Son  was  not, 
and  that  there  was  a  time  when  the  Holy  Ghost  was  not,  or  that  they 
have  been  created  out  of  nothing,  or  that  the  Son  of  God  and  the 
Holy  Ghost  are  of  a  different  essence,  or,  further,  that  they  are  sub- 
je<5l  to  change  or  to  alteration,  those  are  excommunicated  by  the 
Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church.'*  (44). 

As  to  **Jamakirk**  above  mentioned  we  find  it  explained,  as 
**  the  Jamakirk  (**  Church  book"),  which  contains  the  nine  services  at 
certain  hours,  which  are  to  be  said  daily.  See  Smith  and  Dwight's 
Researches,  vol.  i.,  p.  181,  note.  They  seem  to  be  the  Canonical 
Hours  of  the  Armenians. 

(44).  In  the  HistoirCy  Dogmes^  Traditions  et  Liturgie  de  /*  Eglise  Armi^ 
nienne  Orientate,  ***  ouvrage  traduit  du  Russe  et  de  1*  Armenian  par  M.  Edouard 
Dulanrier,  Paris,  A.  D.  1859,  which  is  an  account  of  the  Monophysite  Armenians, 
this  Creed  with  a  mbric  preceding  is  thus  given,  as  in  the  Liturgy,  page  132  : 

**  L'archdiacre,  aussit6t  apr^  avoir  lu  PEvangile,  s'approche  de  I'autel,  k  la 
droite  du  pr^tre,  et,  ^levant  PEvangile  au-dessus  de  sa  t^te,  recite  le  symbole  de 
Nic^e : 

"Nous  croyons  en  un  seul  Dieu,  P^re  tout-puissant,  Cr^ateur  du  ciel  et  de  la 
terre,  des  choses  visibles  et  invisibles ;  et  en  un  seul  Seigneur,  J^us  Christ,  Fils 
unique  de  Dieu,  n€  de  Dieu  le  P^re,  avant  tons  les  si^cles ;  Dieu  de  Dieu,  lumi- 
b%  de  lumi^re,  vrai  Dieu  de  vrai  Dieu,  engendr^  non  cr^6,  consubstantiel  au 
P^re,  par  qui  ont  €x€  faites  toutes  choses  dans  le  ciel  et  sur  la  terre,  visibles  et  in- 
nsibles ;  lequel,  pour  nous  autres  hommes  et  pour  notre  salut,  dtant  descendu  du 
del,  s'est  incam6  et  fait  homme,  est  n€  de  la  tr^s-sainte  Vierge  Marie  par  Top^r 
ition  du  Saint-Esprit,  a  pris  d'elle  corps,  &me  et  esprit,  et  tout  ce  qui  est  dans 
i* homme,  en  r6alit6  et  non  figurativement ;  qui  a  80u£fert,  a  €i€  crucifix  et  en- 
;eveli,  et  est  ressuscit6  le  troisi^me  jour ;  est  mont6  avec  le  m^me  corps  au  ciel,  od 
1  est  assis  k  la  droite  du  P^re,  d'od  il  viendra  avec  le  m^me  corps,  dans  la  gloire 
iu  P^re,  pour  juger  les  vivants  et  les  morts;  et  dont  le  r^gne  n*aura  pas  de  fin. 
^7ons  croyons  aussi  au  Saint-Esprit,  incr66,  souverainement  parfait,  qui  a  parl6 
lans  la  loi  par  les  proph^tes  et  dans  les  Evangiles ;  qui  est  decendu  au  Jourdain 
&  annonc6  PEnvoy6  (le  Christ)  et  a  habit6  dans  les  saints. 

' '  Nous  croyons  aussi  en  une  seule  Eglise  universelle,  sainte  et  apostolique,  d  un 
3apttoe,  k  la  penitence  pour  1' expiation  et  le  pardon  des  p^ch^s,  k  la  r^surrec- 
ion  des  morts,  k  l'6temel  jugement  des  &meset  des  corps,  au  royaume  des  cieux 
;t  d  la  vie  dtemelle. 

"  Ceux  qui  disent  qu'ily  a  euun  temps  oil  le  Fils  n*existait  pas,  et  qu*ily  aeuun 
empa  oil  TEsprit-Saint  n*existait  pas,  ou  bien  qu*ils  ont  €x€  ci€€s  de  rien ;  ou 
>ien  que  le  Fils  de  Dieu  et  TEsprit-Saintsont  d'une  essence  diff(6rente ;  ou  encore 
m'ilssont  sujets  au  changement  ou  k  Talttetion:  ceux-U  sont  ezcommuni^s 
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In  the  Preface  to  vol.  i.  of  the  same  work,  Researches  in  Arme- 
nia^ of  Smith  and  Dwight,  Dionysius  is  mentioned  as  at  Malta. 
He  is  mentioned  further:  ** Bishop  Dionysius,  one  of  the  best 
informed  ecclesiastics  of  the  Armenian  nation,  now  attached  to  the 
American  Mission  press  in  that  island,*'  and  it  is  added  : 

''Through  him  were  obtained  all  the  extracts  from  works  in 
the  Armenian  language."  Further  on  we  are  informed  that  full 
reliance  may  be  placed  upon  the  faithfulness  of  his  translation  of 
them  into  Turkish.  In  converting  them  from  that  language  into 
English,  no  pains  have  been  spared  in  the  use  of  the  best  help,  to  at- 
tain perfect  accuracy.'* 

III.  They  agree  with  the  Greeks  in  reje<Sling  both  the  words 
'^  and  the  Son,''  interpolated  into  the  Symbol  in  the  Occident,  and 
the  dodlrine  of  the  double  Procession  which  they  contain  (45). 

IV.  They  use  a  confession  or  creed  which  savors  of  Monophysitism, 
though  if  they  receive  Canon  VII.  of  Ephesus  it  seems  that  they  must 
look  upon  it  as  not  contrary  to  the  faith  of  Nicaea.  And  they  do 
profess  to  receive  Ephesus. 

We  find  the  first  of  the  daily  services  of  the  Armenians  de- 
scribed in  the  work  termed  Jamakirk.  The  chief  thing  in  it  ger- 
mane to  our  purpose  is  the  Creed  which  it  contains.  We  give  Smith 
and  Dwight' s  account : 

*'  At  the  beginning  of  the  first  service  in  the  morning,  or  rather 
before  it  begins,  the  priest,  standing  with  his  face  to  the  West,  says, 
*  we  renounce  the  devil  and  all  his  arts  and  wiles,  his  counsel,  his 
ways,  his  evil  angels,  his  evil  ministers,  the  evil  executors  of  his 
will,  and  all  his  evil  power,  renouncing,  we  renounce.' 

"Then  turning  toward  the  East,  he  repeats  the  following 
Creed  ;  which,  as  it  is  peculiar  to  the  Armenian  Church,  and  is  ap- 
pealed to  by  Papists  and  others  as  evidence  of  her  heresy,  I  give 

par  r  Eglise  catholique  et  apostoliqne.    On   page  175    we  are   told  that  the 
Armenians  have  but  one  liturgy ;  that  is  the  one  which  contains  the  above  Creed. " 

(45).  Southgate*8  Visit  to  the  Syrian  Churchy  page  220,  note,  quoted  below. 
See  also  Histoire^  Dogmes,  Traditions  et  Liturgie  de  V  Eglise  Armhtienne, 
P-  57»  65,  69,  133.  Dr.  John  Wilson,  in  his  Lands  of  the  Bible^  vol.  IL,  p.  483, 
adds  his  testimony,  where  testimony  is  abundant:  ''Like  the  Greeks,'*  writes 
he,  ''  the  Armenians  hold  that  the  spirit  proceeds  from  the  Father  only." 
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verbatim,  omitting  a  few  expressions  which  decency  forbids  to  be 
published : 

**  *We  confess  and  believe  with  the  whole  heart  in  God  the 
Father,  uncreated,  unbegotten,  and  without  beginning ;  both  beget- 
ter of  the  Son,  and  Sender  {literally  proceeder]  of  the  Holy  Ghost. 

*  *  *  We  believe  in  God  the  Word,  uncreated,  begotten  and  begun 
of  the  Father  before  all  eternity  ;  not  posterior  nor  younger,  but  as 
long  as  the  Father  [is]  Father,  the  Son  [is]  Son  with  him. 

**  *  We  believe  in  God  the  Holy  Ghost,  uncreated,  eternal,  unbe- 
gotten, but  proceeding  from  the  Father,  partaking  of  the  Father's 
essence  and  of  the  Son's  glory. 

**  *  We  believe  in  the  Holy  Trinity,  one  substance,  one  divinity; 
not  three  Gods,  but  one  God,  one  will,  one  kingdom,  one  dominion, 
Creator  of  all  things  visible  and  invisible. 

•**  We  believe  in  the  forgiveness  of  sins  in  the  Holy  Church, 
with  the  commtmion  of  saints. 

**  *  We  believe  that  one  of  the  three  Persons,  God  the  Word,  was 
before  all  eternity  begotten  of  the  Father,  in  time  descended,  *  * 
and  perfedl  God,  became  perfe<5l  man,  with  spirit,  soul  and  body, 
one  Person,  one  attribute,  and  one  U7iited  Nature;  God  became  man 
without  change  and  without  variation.  *  *  *  As  there  is  no 
beginning  of  his  Divinity,  so  there  is  no  end  of  his  Humanity,  (for 
Jesus  Christ  is  the  same,  yesterday,  to-day  and  forever).  We  be- 
lieve that  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  dwelt  upon  the  earth;  after  thirty 
years  he  came  to  baptism;  the  Father  testified  from  above,  **This  is 
my  Beloved  Son;**  the  Holy  Ghost  like  a  dove  descended  upon  him; 
he  was  tempted  of  the  devil  and  overcame  him;  he  preached  salva- 
tion to  men;  was  fatigued  and  wearied  in  body;  hungered  and  thirst- 
ed; afterwards  voluntarily  came  to  suffering;  was  crucified  and  dead 
in  body,  and  alive  in  divinity;  his  body  was  placed  in  the  grave  with 
the  divinity  united;  and  in  spirit  he  descended  to  Hades  with  the  di* 
vinity  unseparated;  preached  to  the  spirits,  destroyed  Hades,  and 
delivered  the  spirits;  after  three  days  arose  from  the  dead  and  ap- 
peared to  the  disciples.  We  believe  that  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  with 
that  same  body  ascended  to  heaven,  and  sat  down  at  the  right  hand 
of  the  Father;  he  is  also  to  come  with  that  same  body,  and  with  the 


66  Chapter  L 

Father's  glory,  to  judge  the  quick  and  the  dead :  which  is  likewise  a 
resurredHon  to  all  men. 

***We  believe  also  in  the  reward  of  works;  to  the  righteous 
everlasting  life,  and  to  the  wicked  everlasting  punishment.'"  (46). 

The  Monophysitism  of  the  language  italicized  is  very  clear. 

John  Mason  Neale,  on  pages  1084  and  1085  of  the  General  In- 
troducHon  to  his  History  of  the  Holy  Eastern  Churchy  gives  the  above 
Confession  in  full,  but  in  a  translation  different  in  some  points  from 
the  above.     I  quote  it : 

**  We  confess  and  believe  with  our  whole  heart  God  the  Father  ; 
not  made,  not  begotten,  and  without  beginning ;  also  that  the  Son 
was  begotten  by  Him,  and  that  the  Holy  Ghost  proceedeth  from  Him. 

We  believe  God  the  Word,  not  created  but  begotten.  Who  had 
his  beginning  from  the  Father  before  all  worlds ;  Who  is  not  the  last 
nor  the  least :  but,  as  the  Father  is  the  Father,  so  is  the  Son  the  Son. 

We  believe  the  Holy  Ghost,  not  created,  not  of  time,  not  be- 
gotten, but  proceeding  from  the  Father :  Who  is  of  one  substance 
with  the  Father,  and  glorified  together  with  the  Son. 

We  believe  the  Holy  Trinity  to  be  one  Nature,  and  one  God- 
head. There  are  not  three  Gods,  but  one  God;  one  Will,  one 
Elingdom,  one  Power ;  the  Creator  of  all  things,  visible  and  invisible. 

We  believe  in  the  Holy  Church,  in  the  remission  of  sins,  and  in 
the  communion  of  saints. 

We  believe  that  One  of  the  Three  Persons,  God  the  Word,  was 
begotten  of  His  Father  before  all  worlds :  that  in  time  He  descended 
into  the  Mother  of  God,  the  Virgin  Mary,  that  he  took  from  her 
blood,  and  imited  it  with  His  Godhead  ;  that  he  abode  nine  months 
in  the  womb  of  the  most  pure  Virgin  ;  and  that  He  was  perfect  God 
and  perfect  Man,  in  spirit,  in  external  principle,  and  in  body ;  that 
He  had  One  Person,  one  form,  and  was  united  in  One  Nature. 

God  became  Man  without  any  change  or  variation ;  His  con- 
ception was  without  seed,  and  His  birth  without  corruption.  In  like 
manner  as  there  is  no  beginning  to  His  Godhead,  so  there  is  no  end 
to  His  Manhood.  As  Jesus  Christ  is  yesterday  and  to-day  so  will  He 
be  forever. 

(46).  Researches  of  Smith  and  Dwight  in  Armenia^  vol.  L,  p.  182,  183. 
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We  believe  that  our  I/)rd  Jesus  Christ,  after  thirty  years'  pilgrim- 
age on  earth,  came  to  be  baptized  ;  that  His  Father  gave  this  testi- 
mony of  Him,  •  This  is  My  Beloved  Son  ;*  and  that  the  Holy  Ghost, 
in  the  form  of  a  dove,  descended  upon  Him  ;  that  he  was  tempted  by 
Satan,  and  overcame  him  ;  that  he  preached  salvation  to  men  ;  that 
He  experienced  the  infirmities  of  the  body,  that  He  was  wearied  an 
hungered,  and  athirst ;  that  He  went  of  His  own  will  to  suffering ; 
that  He  was  crucified  and  dead  in  the  body,  but  alive  in  His  God- 
head ;  that  His  body,  joined  to  his  Godhead,  lay  in  the  grave  ;  that 
His  spirit,  joined  to  his  Godhead,  descended  into  hell,  and  that  he 
preached  to  the  souls,  that  He  spoiled  hell,  that  after  three  days. 
He  rose  again  from  the  dead,  and  set  those  souls  at  liberty. 

We  believe  that  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  ascended  with  that  same 
body  into  Heaven ;  and  that  He  is  seated  at  the  right  hand  of  the 
Father ;  and  that  he  will  come  again  with  the  same  body,  and  with 
the  glory  of  His  Father,  to  judge  the  quick  and  dead;  and  that 
there  will  be  a  resurrection  of  all  men. 

We  believe  in  a  reward  according  to  men's  works ;  and  that  the 
righteous  shall  go  into  life  eternal,  and  the  wicked  into  everlasting 
punishment." 

On  the  above  Neale  remarks  :  **The  five  first  paragraphs  of  this 
creed  appear  to  be  of  the  most  remote  antiquity ;  those  which  suc- 
ceed clearly  refer  to  the  great  controversies  on  the  Incarnation.  The 
seventh  appears  to  have  borrowed  the  expression,  *  His  conception 
was  without  seed,  and  His  birth  was  without  corruption,'  from  the 
words  of  S.  Proclus,  in  his  celebrated  sermon  on  the  Incarnation, 
(March  25,  429,)  *  without  human  passion  He  entered  ;  without  hu- 
man corruption  He  came  forth.*  The  last  clause  of  the  confession 
seems  imitated  firom  the  conclusion  of  the  Atlianasian  Creed.  In 
this  confession  there  are  two  expressions  which  are  suspicious;  *  *  * 
and  one  that,  on  the  plain  face  of  the  words,  is  flatly  heretical ;  that 
He  wcLS  united  in  One  Nature.  And  this,  where  it  occurs,  is  worse 
than  in  many  cases ;  because  the  one  person  has  just  before  been 
mentioned." 

V.  They  use  neither  the  Western  Creed,  termed  the  Apostles,' 
nor  the  Athanasian,  in  their  Church  Services. 

Either  Smith  or  Dwight  writes:  **  Bishop  Dionysius"  [an  Ar- 
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menian  Prelate]  **  assures  me  that  the  Armenians  do  not  use  either 
the  Apostles'  or  the  Athanasian  Creed  in  their  Church  Services.'*  (47). 
John  Mason  Neale,  page  1083  of  the  Getieral  Introdiution  to  his 
History  of  the  Holy  Eastern  Church,  says  that  now  the  Armenian 
^^Mx^^'  possesses  *  ♦  *  the  Apostles*  *  *  *  and  the  Athan- 
asian Creeds,*'  and  that  ^' it  probably  received''  them  ''through 
Rotne.'^  It  certainly  did  if  it  has  them  at  all,  and  it  is  clear  to  me 
that  the  Armenians  as  a  church  cannot  be  said  to  possess  them  in 
the  sense  of  making  any  use  of  them  ;  nor,  I  think,  in  the  sense  of 
ha^dng  taken  any  Synodical  action  on  either  of  them.  Neale  is  not 
always  reliable. 

He  mentions  besides  a  Confession  of  Faith  of  Gregory  of  Narek,. 
of  about  A.  D.  950,  three  more  of  Narcissus  of  Klaens  of  about  A. 
D.  1 1 70,  and  one  of  Narcissus  of  Lambron  of  A.  D.  1177  ;  all  of 
which  are  individual  explanations  of  the  Annenian  Confession  last 
given  above.     That  with  the  Nicene  are  chief  with  them. 

Before  closing  on  the  Armenians,  I  would  say  that,  with  all 
their  faults,  they  were  long  superior  to  the  Greeks  in  freedom  from 
the  use  and  abuse  of  images,  for  they  long  retained  the  primitive 
aversion  to  their  use,  with  the  exception,  however,  of  the  Cross. 
Gibbon  in  Chapter  XLIX.  of  his  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Roman  Em- 
pire (page  367,  volume,  v.,  of  Bohn's  seven-volume  edition  of  A.  D. 
1854),  writes: 

**  The  Armenians,  the  most  warlike  subjects  of  Rome,  were  not 
reconciled  in  the  twelfth  century,  to  the  sight  of  images.** 

In  a  note  to  that  sentence,  on  the  same  page,  Gibbon  quotes 
from  Nicetas,  an  idolater,  a  Greek,  1.  2,  p.  258,  a  passage  which  I 
translate : 

**The  worship  of  the  holy  pictures  is  forbidden  by  the  Arme- 
nians.** 

In  the  same  note,  Gibbon,  writing  in  the  last  quarter  of  the 
eighteenth  century,  adds : 

**  The  Armenian  Churches  are  still  content  with  the  Cross  (Mis- 
sions du  Levant,  torn,  iii.,  p.  148).** 

Yet  in  a  visit  to  the  East  in  1869,  and  again  in  A.  D.  1878, 1  saw 
Armenian  churches  where  there  were  images  ;  one  in  1878,  in  Kilis, 

(47).  See  Researches  of  Smith  and  Dwight  in  Armenia,  vol.  2,  p.  98,  note. 
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I  think,  where  I  think  I  saw  only  one  ;  and  one  in  Smyrna,  where 
there  were  quite  a  number,  one  in  the  main  aisle  placed  there  to  be 
worshipped  as  in  some  Greek  churches,  though  I  did  not  see  any  one 
worshipping  it  for  there  was  no  service  at  the  time.  Yet  I  was  told 
that  in  some  places  they  had  banished  all  the  images  out  of  the 
churches  except  that  of  Gregory,  the  Apostle  of  Armenia. 

The  Armenians  in  most  or  all  of  their  churches  which  I  saw  had 
no  Iconostasis,  but  only  the  veil  before  the  chancel,  which  belongs  to 
the  primitive  local  Oriental  Rite.  In  that  they  are  truer  to  the  once 
universal  rite  of  the  East  than  most  of  the  Greeks,  who»  in  nearly 
every  or  every  instance  that  I  saw,  had  defiled  their  chancel  with  the 
idolatrous  mediaeval  innovation  of  the  abominable  image-stand,  that 
is  Iconostasis.  This  is  the  more  to  be  regretted  because  as  it  seems 
to  have  been  originally  intended  to  imitate  the  veil  in  the  Jewish 
Temple,  inside  of  which  the  priests  alone  could  pass,  the  turning  it 
into  an  image-stand  is  a  prostitution  and  change  of  it. 

I  once  wondered  why  we  should  so  uniformly  and  so  early  find 
the  veil  before  the  Holy  Place  in  an  Eastern  Church,  and  never  in  a 
Western  one.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  explanation  is  to  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  in  Palestine  as  we  are  told  in  Acts  vi.,  7,  as  it  is  in  the 
Greek  that,  not  **  a  great  company^  only,  but  **  A  great  crowd  of  the 
priests  were  obedient  to  the  faith."  And  as  probably  many  or  most 
of  them,  in  accordance  with  Christ's  warnings,  fled  from  Jerusalem 
and  out  of  Palestine  before  Jerusalem  was  beseiged  by  Titus,  they 
were  preser\'ed,  and  after  the  destruction  of  the  temple,  after  they 
had  been  ordained  to  be  members  of  the  non-canial,  the  spiritual, 
and  .because  spiritual,  therefore  the  far  higher  Christian  priest- 
hood, they  used  the  veil  before  the  new  Holy  Places,  in 
the  more  excellent  worship,  as  they  had  used  it  before  the 
Holy  Place  of  the  Mosaic  sanctuary  in  the  ''Carnal  ordi- 
nances imposed  on  them,  until  the  time  of  Refonnation^'"  Heb.  ix.,  10. 
And  so  the  use  of  the  veil  passed  into  general  use  in  the  East  where 
those  Christian  Sons  of  Aaron  lived ;  but  it  never  came  into  use  in  the 
West  where  the  Sons  of  Aaron  had  never  lived.  Bingham  gives  an 
account  of  the  primitive  Oriental  veil  in  his  Antiquities  of  the  Christ- 
ian Churchy  book  viii.,  chapter  \4.,  section  8.  It  should  be  restored  in 
all  Eastern  Communions  where  it  has  been  superseded  and  banished 
by  the  idolatrous  iconostasis.     It  has  been  more  disused  in  the  Greek 
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Church  than  in  any  other  Oriental  Communion,  for  the  crazy  Greek 
image-worshippers,  like  the  heathen  of  old  whom  God  rebuked,  were 
^' mad  upon  their  idols,''  Jeremiah  50,  38,  and  hated  the  plain  and  yet 
suggestive  veil  of  the  early  Greek  Church  and  did  it  away  wherever 
they  could.  That  veil  suggests  memories  of  holy  worship  reaching 
back  in  the  East  to  the  beginning  of  Christianity. 

Yet  it  should  never  be  introduced  into  the  West  which  has  never 
had  it,  and  which  glories  in  its  open  chancel  and  visible  rites  so  dear 
to  its  people,  from  the  first  century  of  the  Church  era  and  from  the 
first  preaching  of  Christ  among  them.  The  nearest  thing  to  the 
Oriental  veil  before  the  chancel  or  holy  place  is  the  Rood  Screen  of 
the  Middle  Ages,  but  no  cross  was  used  in  the  primitive  Western 
Church,  nor  indeed  in  any  part  of  Christendom,  as  we  show  elsewhere; 
and  so  if  the  so-called  Rood  Screen  is  used  at  Festivals,  it  should  be 
without  any  cross  or  image. 

Theorian*s  remark  which  I  find  on  page  1052  of  Neale's  Eastern 
Church,  General  Introduction  is  true  if  it  be  limited  to  Ante-Nicene 
local  customs,  not  extended  to  those  which  began  later :  I  translate  it : 

**For  all  things  are  good,  if  we  do  them  to  the  glory  of  God; 
for  neither  the  church  custom  of  the  Latins,  nor  Ours,  has  received 
and  keeps  any  thing  but  what  is  good  and  useful.*' 

Let  the  East  keep  therefore  its  peculiarly  Eastern  customs  which 
it  has  held  from  the  Apostles,  and  keep  them  pure  as  they  were  at 
first: 

And  on  the  other  hand  let  the  West  keep  its  peculiarly  Western 
customs  which  it  has  held  from  the  Apostles,  and  keep  them  pure 
as  they  were  at  first. 

Let  there  be  no  mixing  of  Eastern  and  Western  customs  any 
where,  for  that  brings  trouble  and  confusion. 

Only,  let  all.  Westerns  and  Easterns,  keep  all  the  decisions  of 
the  Six  World-Synods,  and  all  the  Universal  doctrine,  discipline, 
rite  and  custom,  which  have  been  held  *  *  Always,  every  where,  and 
by  all r 
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SECTION   5. 
AMONG  THE   SYRIAN  JACOBITES,    THAT   IS,  MONOPHYSITES. 

REFERENCES. 

Tfie  Lands  of  the  Bible,  by  John  Wilson,  D.  D.,  Edinburgh,  A.  D. 
1847,  vol.  ii.,  p.  506  and  thereafter. 

Rev.  Horatio  Southgate's  Visit  to  the  Syrian  Church,  New  York, 
1856,  especially  the  Preface. 

Josephi  Simonii  Assemani  De  Syris  Monophysitis  Dissertatio, 
Romse,  A.  D.  1730. 

J.  W.  Etheridge,  The  Syrian  Churches  aiid  Gospels,  1846. 

The  general  sameness  of  the  Armenian  and  Syrian  Monophysite 
beliefs  may  be  inferred  from  what  an  Armenian  bishop  told  Dr.  Wolflf, 
as  quoted  above,  and  from  the  Syrians  being  the  co-religionists  of  the 
Armenians. 

Further  testimony  follows  : 

Dr.  John  Wilson  writes :  (48)  *  *  The  church  authorities  to  which 
they  look  may  be  ascertained  from  the  following  passage  which  occurs 
in  their  liturgy  for  the  mass : 

** '  We  openly  acknowledge  the  three  holy,  pure,  and  Catholic 
Councils  of  Nice,  Constantinople,  and  Ephesus,  in  which  were  our 
fathers,  holy,  exalted,  and  God-fearing  Malpans.  We  remember 
holy  James,  the  head  of  the  Metrans'*'  [that  is,  Metropolitans], 
** 'and  the  first  in  Jerusalem,  an  apostle  and  martyr:  Ignatius, 
Clemens,  Dionysius,  Athanasius,  Julius,  Basil,  Gregor>',  Dioscorus, 
Timothy,  Philoxenus,  Antonius,  Evanius,  and  particularly  our  father 
Cyril,  who  was  a  lofty  and  true  wall,  and  the  professor  who  openly 
acknowledged  the  manhood  of  the  Son  of  God.  We  remember  our 
patriarch  Severus  (49),  the  crowTi  of  the  Syrians,  a  skilful  orator, 
a  pillar  and  doctor  of  all  the  holy  churches  of  God,  and  our 
holy  father  St.  James  (Jacob  Baradaeus),  the  precursor  of  the  true 
faith:  holy  Ephraim  our   master,  St.  James,  (50),  St  Barsumas  tlu? 

(4S).  In  his  Lands  of  the  Bible,  voL  2,  p.  507,  and  thereafter. 

(49).  The  notorious  heresiarch. 

(50)  Wilson  in  a  note  here  adds,  "of  NLsibis?    The  Syrians  have  so  many 
persons  of  this  name  that  it  is  difficult  to  identify  the  person  here  referred  to." 
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head  of  the  Mourners,  St.  Suneon  the  Stylite,  the  chosen  St.  Abeia, 
and  those  who,  either  before  or  after  them,  left,  handed  down,  or 
taught  us  a  right  and  pure  faith.' 

'  *  This  passage,  it  is  to  be  observed,  makes  no  mention  of  Eutyches, 
who  is  alleged  to  have  maintained  that,  *  the  divine  nature  of  Christ 
had  absorbed  the  human,  and  that  consequently  in  him  there  was  but 
one  nature,  viz. :  the  divine ;  while  it  mentions  with  reverence  some 
of  the  principal  supporters  of  the  allied  sect  of  Monophysites,  who 
taught  that  the  divine  and  human  nature[s?]  of  Christ  were  so  united 
as  to  form  only  one  nature,  yet  without  any  change,  confusion,  or 
mixture  of  the  two  natures'.  The  name  of  Barsumas  the  famous 
Nestorian,  [Monophysite,  not  Nestorian]  too,  finds  in  it  a  place.  *  *  * 
The  ministers  of  the  Syrian  Church  whom  I  have  met  in  the  East 
have  generally  expressed  themselves  when  endeavoring  to  explain 
their  views,  in  a  manner  not  very  inconsistant  with  orthodoxy.  The 
union  of  the  natures  of  Christ  is  so  complete,  they  have  said,  that 
there  is  unity  in  these  natures.  The  Godhead  and  Manhood  of  Christ 
however,  being  unchanged,  there  is  still  duality.  To  our  explanation, 
' — the  unity  is  that  of  oneness  of  Person,  while  the  two  natures  are  still 
distinct,  they  generally  in  the  end  have  not  objected.'* 

He  remarks  further  that  **  the  Syrians  indignantly  disclaim  all 
connexion  with  Eutyches"  (51). 

**The  Syrian  Christians  call  themselves  Jacobites.  When  in- 
terrogated as  to  the  reason  of  their  appropriation  of  this  denomina- 
tion, they  generally  allege  that  they  are  the  descendants  of  Jacob  or 
Israel ;  that  they  are  the  descendants  of  the  earliest  converts  of  the 
Apostle  James  ;  and  that  they  are  the  adherents  of  the  Monk  Bardai, 
Jacob  Baradaeus  or  Baradat,  who  died  Bishop  of  Orfa  (Edessa)  in 
Mesopotamia  in  the  year  558,  and  who,  during  his  active  career,  was 
so  successful  in  reuniting  the  Monophysite  sects  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  East. "  (52). 

Bishop  Southgate  remarks  of  the  Syrian  Jacobites  that  *'  They 
are  not  properly  called  Eutycheans,  both  because  they  do  not  hold 
the  doctrine  of  Eutyches,  and,  because  they  condemn  and  anathe- 

(51).  Wilson*s  Lands  of  the  Bible,  vol.  2,  p.  507,  and  thereafter. 

(52).  Id.,  vol.   2,  p.  507.     Compare  Bishop  Southgate*s  Visit  to  the  Syrian 
Church,  Preface,  p.  4,  which  favors  them. 
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matize  the  heretic  himself.  Not  only  do  they  positively  declare  this 
in  all  their  conversations,  but  every  Bishop,  at  his  consecration,  pro- 
nounces a  form  of  anathema  upon  Eutyches/'  (53). 

*  *  We  proceed  now, ' '  continues  Bishop  Southgate,  *  *  to  show  what 
their  real  doctrine  is,  and 

*  *  I .  They  do  not  hold  the  doctrine  of  the  absorption  of  the  human 
into  the  divine  nature,  in  Christ.  This  was  the  heresy  of  Eutyches 
which  was  condemned  by  the  Fourth  General  Council.  The  Syrians 
reject  this  doctrine  altogether,  not  only  in  their  words,  but  in  their 
standards,  and  every  Bishop,  at  his  consecration,  is  required  to  de- 
nounce and  anathematize  it. 

**  2.  They  do  7iot  hold  to  the  mingling  or  confusion  of  the  two 
natures  in  Christ,  but  discard  the  doctrine  and  speak  most  strongly 
and  unequivocally  against  it,  as  do  also  their  ancient  writers,  Bar 
Hebraeus,  for  example.  Thus,  I  have  frequently  heard  them  use  such 
comparisons  as  these :  that  the  two  natures  are  not  mingled,  as  we 
say  that  wine  and  water  are  mingled;  nor  does  the  one  pervade 
the  other,  as  we  say  that  leaven  diffuses  itself  through  the  lump. 

**3.  To  speak  affirmatively,  they  distindlly  and  clearly  hold 
that  there  are  two  Natures  in  Christ,  the  Divine  and  the  Human, 
and  that  these  two  natures  are  in  the  incarnation  brought  together  in 
one,  not  mingled,  nor  confounded,  but  united.     But, 

"4.  They  say  that  the  result  o'f  this  union  is  most  properly 
described  as  one  nature.  Up  to  this  point  they  seem  to  agree  with 
us,  but  here,  in  words  at  least,  they  differ.  They  do  not,  however, 
deny  the  truth  of  our  own  dodlrine — that  the  two  are  united  in 
one  person — but  admit  it.  Yet  they  say  this  is  not  enough,  for  it 
does  not  sufficiently  express  a  real  and  indivisible  union.  To  the 
whole  of  our  second  article  those  to  whom  I  have  shown  it,  cordially 
agree,  but  they  think  it  stops  short  of  the  full  expression,  and  that  it 
would  more  exactly  describe  their  own  dodlrine  if  the  word  nature 
were  substituted  for,  or  added  to,  the  word  person.  Thus  they  say 
that  the  two  whole  and  perfedl  natures  were  joined  together  in  one 
nature  as  well  as  in  on^  person.     What  now  do  they  mean  by  this  ? 

**5.  And  here  I  will  say  that  I  have  never  been  able  to  discover 
the  slightest  difference  between  their  meaning  of  the  word  nature, 

(53).  Southgate'8  Visit  to  the  Syrian  Church,  Preface,  p.  4. 


74  Chapter  //. 

when  used  to  express  the  result  of  the  union  of  the  two  natures 
in  Christ,  and  our  meaning  of  the  worA  person,  when  so  used.  I  \vill 
not  positively  affirm  that  there  is  no  diflference,  (for  this  is  a  subjedl 
on  which  I  feel  extremely  diffident  of  my  own  judgment),  but  I 
do  say  that  I  cannot  comprehend  the  diflference,  if  it  exil^ts.  After 
discussions  almost  innumerable  with  their  Patriarch,  Bishops  and 
other  clergy,  (for  it  is  a  matter  to  which  they  frequently  recur), 
it  does  seem  to  me  that  what  they  wish  to  assert  by  the  oneness 
of  nature  in  Christ,  is  precisely  what  we  assert  by  the  oneness  of 
person.  Why  then,  do  they  use  a  diflferent  term?  Because  they 
imagine  that  the  word  person  implies  only  an  outward  presence, 
as  used  by  us,  while  the  words  07ie  natiire,  with  them,  imply  an 
inward  and  real  union,  by  which  the  one  Christ  is  spoken  of  as 
a  single  individual,  from  whom,  as  from  one,  all  his  words  and 
adlions  proceed.  Thus  they  say,  (to  illustrate  this  union),  it  was 
the  same  Christ  who  performed  miracles,  and  who  ate  and  drank — in 
both  adlions  the  same  individual  Christ.  Yet  they  acknowledge  that 
some  actions  belong  to  him  as  divine,  others  belong  to  him  as 
human.  For  example,  they  assert,  it  was  Christ  in  his  humanity  who 
suflfered  upon  the  cross,  but  to  guard,  again,  against  the  notion  of  a 
separation  of  natures,  they  add,  the  Christ  who  suflfered  upon  the 
cross  was  divine,  for  he  forgave  the  penitent  thief  and  promised  him 
Paradise,  and  the  Scriptures  also  say  that  God  gave  his  only  bcgottai 
Son  to  die  for  us.  They  say,  moreover,  that  generally  the  actions  of 
Christ  are  to  be  affirmed  of  Him  as  one — one  by  the  indivisible  union 
of  the  two  natures.  Thus  they  use  illustrations  like  these,  which  I 
have  recorded  from  their  own  lips.  It  was  Christ  who  asked  where 
Lazarus  lay  ;  it  was  also  Christ  who  raised  him  from  the  dead ;  it 
was  Christ  who  was  sleeping  in  the  storm  ;  it  was  also  Christ  who 
calmed  its  rage.  In  each  case  appear  by  diflferent  acts  His  humanity 
and  His  divinit}'.  He  inquired  and  He  slept  as  man  ;  He  raised  the 
dead  and  allayed  the  tempest  as  God  ;  for  this  He  did,  not  as  an  in- 
strument, like  the  Apostles,  but  in  his  own  power.  Yet  both  the  one 
and  the  other  belong  to  the  single  individual  Christ.  They  condemn 
Eutyches  for  confounding  these  two  natures,  and  Nestorius  for  sepa- 
rating them,  and  they  refer  to  the  writings  of  Cyril  of  Alexandria, 
especially  his  Twelve  Letters  [Chapters  ?]  against  Nestorius,  as  giving 
a  true  exposition  of  their  do<5lrine. 

*' They  think  that  their  mode  of  stating  the  union  of  the  two  na- 
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tures  is  necessary,  in  order  to  guard  against  the  doArine  of  their 
existing  distindlly  in  the  same  person,  or  under  the  same  outward 
presence,  for  so  they  declare  they  understand  the  yjord  person  as  here 
used.  They  supposed  our  do<5lrine,  or  rather  the  Latin,  for  of  us 
they  had  known  nothing,  to  be  nearly  the  same  with  that  of  Nestorius, 
viz.:  that  **two  natures  act  separately  and  independently  of  each 
other,  as  in  two  individuals  (54).  They  were,  therefore,  agreeably 
surprised  with  the  definition  of  our  Second  Article,  which  declares 
that  •  the  two  natures  were  joined  together  in  one  person,  never  to  be 
divided,  whereof  is  one  Christ* ;  only  they  thought  that  the  word 
person  *  *  as  used  by  the  Latins,  denoted  alone  the  outward  and 
visible  appearance,  and  that  to  say  merely  that  the  two  natures  are 
in  on^  person^  meant  only  that  they  coexist  under  one  outward  pres- 
ence. The  statement,  therefore,  of  our  Article,  that  they  zx^  joined 
together^  and  never  to  be  divided,  and  that  of  this  union  is  one  Christy 
seemed  to  present  to  them  a  new  view  of  the  Western  faith,  as  re- 
cognizing under  the  outward  presence,  the  very  union  of  natures  which 
they  wish  to  affirm  by  calling  the  result  nature  instead  of  person. 
They  seemed  never  to  have  looked  upon  the  one  person  of  the  Wests 
em  Creed  as  the  result  of  the  union  of  the  two  natures  ;  but  only  as 
the  external  form  which  enclosed  or  contained  them.  In  other  words, 
they  were  not  aware  of  our  asserting  an  ac5lual  joining  together  of 
the  two  natures,  but  only  of  their  coexistence  under  one  presence. 
Nor  were  they  at  first  willing  to  take  this  view  of  the  Western  Creed, 
when  I  pressed  it  upon  them,  for  it  led  at  once  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  had  been  separated  from  the  great  body  of  the  Christian 
Church  for  so  many  centuries  causelessly.  On  the  contrary,  they  at 
first  endeavored  to  show  that  there  must  be  a  difference,  as  this 
alone  would  justify  their  separation,  but  finally  in  every  instance 
they  came  to  the  conclusion,  that  if  there  was  any  it  was  too  subtil 
to  be  apprehended.  Thus,  I  was  once  called  upon  to  act  as  arbitrator 
between  a  Syrian  Papal  Bishop  and  two  Syrian  Bishops,  who  met  for 
a  discussion  of  this  subjedl,  the  nature  of  Christ.  The  conference 
continued  for  three  successive  days,  and  at  the  conclusion  the  two 
Syrian  Bishops  unanimously  declared  that  they  saw  no  real  dif- 
ference between  the  Syrian  and  Western  belief,  that  it  was  a  mere 

(54).  There  are  certainly  two  wills  in  Christ     The  Monothelite  heresy  op- 
posed to  this  doctrine  was  condemned  by  the  Sixth  Ecumenical  Synod. 
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logomachy,  and  that  they  were  ready  to  assent  to  and  affirm  the 
Western  tenet  as  their  own,  and  to  enter  into  intercommunion,  so 
far  as  this  was  concerned,  with  the  Western  Church.  No  other  diffi- 
culty, they  thought,  remained  with  regard  to  the  Church  of  England 
and  our  own  ;  but  as  for  the  I^atin,  they  could  not  acknowledge  the 
supremacy  of  the  Pope.  This  is  only  one  case  out  of  perhaps 
fifty  which  I  have  been  acquainted  with,  all  which  seemed  to  reach 
the  same  conclusion.  I  say,  then,  that  there  is  great  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Syrians  do  not  in  reality  diflfer  from  us  on  the  nature 
of  Christ ;  and  I  may  add,  that  the  voice  of  history,  to  any  one  who 
will  carefully  consider  the  circumstances  attending  the  separation  in 
Syria  subsequent  to  the  Fourth  General  Council,  must,  I  think, 
speak  the  same  language.  Upon  the  historical  argument,  however, 
I  can  not  here  enter.     But 

**  6.  The  Syrian  Church  rejecfls  and  condemns  the  Fourth  Ecu- 
menical Council,  and  also  Leo,  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  whose  Epistle 
was  approved  by  the  Council.  Every  Syrian  Bishop,  at  his  conse- 
cration, is  required  to  anathematize  both  him  and  the  Council.  They 
also  defend  Dioscorus,  who  was  condemned  by  that  Council,  but  not 
Eutyches,  as  I  have  said,  nor  his  heresy.  These  they  reject  as 
strongly  and  clearly  as  the  Council  itself.  Why,  then,  do  they  not 
receive  the  Council  nor  its  Decrees  ?  The  reason,  they  say,  is  be- 
cause it  acfled  unjustly  and  violently  towards  Dioscorus,  who,  they 
affirm,  did  not  hold  the  heresy  of  Eutyches  ;  and  they  condemn  Leo 
because,  as  they  say,  he  was  the  principal  instigator  of  the  proceed- 
ing against  Dioscorus.  Yet  they  do  not  pretend  to  defend  Dioscorus 
in  his  violent  and  intemperate  proceedings  at  the  Pseudo-Council  of 
Ephesus,  A.  D.  449.  They  do  not  approve  of  that  Council,  nor  the 
objedl  of  Dioscorus  in  obtaining  it,  which  was  to  eflfecfl  a  reversal  of 
the  sentence  against  Eutyches,  passed  by  the  Council  convened  in 
Constantinople  the  preceding  year.  They  do  not  agree  with  Dios- 
corus in  his  defence  of  Eutyches,  but  they  affirm  that  he  did  not  hold 
the  same  do<5lrine  with  Eutyches,  and  that  the  adlion  of  the  Council 
of  Chalcedon  against  him  was  excessively  severe  and  unjust,  since 
not  for  clear  heresy,  but  for  a  mere  act  of  imprudence,  [! !],  which 
ikey  also  acknowledge  him  to  have  been  guilty  of,  he  was  condemned 
and  deposed  by  a  General  Council. 

**The  Syrian  rejedlion  of  the  Council,  therefore,  does  not  imply  a 
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derelidtion  fix>m  the  faith,  [!  !],  but  rather,  (may  we  not  hope?)  a 
mere  dissatisfadtion  with  the  Synod  for  certain  alleged  improprieties 
in  its  adiion,  while  they  agree  with  the  Synod  in  the  main  objedl 
of  its  proceedings,  and  in  the  main  adlion  itself,  which  was  the 
condemnation  of  Eutyches.  The  Syrian  Bishops  before  referred  to, 
entirely  approved  the  declaration  of  faith  put  forth  by  the  Council, 
and  were  willing,  after  reading  it,  (they  had  never  seen  it  or  heard 
of  it  before,)  to  declare  their  assent  to  it,  and  also  to  recognize  the 
Council,  with  a  single  salvo  concerning  the  treatment  of  Dioscorus. 
The  Syrians,  I  may  add,  receive,  without  any  exception,  the  first 
three  General  Councils  of  Nice,  Constantinople,  and  Ephesus,  and 
the  several  minor  councils  approved  by  the  Council  of  Chalcedon. 
They  have  also,  and  use  daily,  the  Nicene  Creed,  and  acknowledge 
the  Apostolical  Constitutions  and  Canons.  What  more  can  we 
ask?"     (55). 

We  have  given  all  this  because  we  would  show  what  is  the 
present  position  of  these  heretics. 

But  we  remark,  i,  that  Bishop  Southgate  was  writing  as  the 
apologist  of  these  Monophj^sites,  and  his  aim  was  to  prove  that 
ultimately  there  might  be  intercommunion  between  the  Anglican 
Communion  and  them.  This  was  his  motive,  and  it  led  him  to 
give  a  rose  color  hue  to  their  views. 

2.  He  shows  ignorance  of  the  true  status  of  this  question  in 
certain  respedls.  Thus  for  instance  he  says:  **They  *  *  * 
acknowledge  the  Apostolical  Constitutiofis  and  Canons.  What  more 
can  we  ask?"  This  is  the  first  time  we  have  seen  the  spurious 
or  interpolated  Apostolical  Constitutions  mentioned  as  a  matter  to 
be  asked  of  any  Church.  For  neither  the  Greek  Church,  which 
receives  the  so-called  Apostolical  Canotts^  nor  the  Latin  Church, 
receive  the  Constitutions. 

3.  He  does  injustice  to  the  Council  of  Chalcedon  and  therefore  to 
the  universal  Church  by  his  statement  that  the  Syrian  Monophysites 
were  not  really  guilty  of  Monophysitism,  and  that  **the  voice  of 
history,  to  any  one  who  will  carefully  consider  the  circumstances 
attending  the  separation  in  Syria  subsequent  to  the  Fourth  General 
Council,  must,  I  think,  speak  the  same  language."     The /acts  of 

(55).  Sotrthgate's  yisit  to  the  Syrian  Churchy  Preface,  p.  6-9. 
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that  period,  and  even  the  testimony  of  Bishop  Southgate  himself, 
proves  the  contrary.  For  he  shows  that  they  hold  to  but  OTie  Nature 
after  the  incarnation,  and  this  is  manifest  heresy,  and  is  contradidled 
by  the  Normal  Epistle  of  Leo  I.,  to  Flavian,  which  the  Church 
approved  at  Chalcedon.  Nor  does  the  excuse  that  they  do  not 
understand  the  term  ^^  Nature''  suffice,  for  their  whole  language  of 
explanation  shows  that  they  do.  For  they  rejeA  the  idea  of 
confoimding  or  mingling  the  Natures,  they  speak  of  two  Natures 
before  the  incarnation,  and  indeed  their  whole  language  accords  with 
the  notion  that  they  understand  in  the  main  the  use  of  the  term 
''Nature,''  and  even  when  the  language  of  the  Ecumenical  Council 
is  explained  to  them,  as  it  has  been  for  more  than  fourteen  hundred 
years,  they  still  continue  to  rejedl  it.  It  will  not  do  to  say,  therefore, 
that  their  heresy  is  the  result  of  ignorance.  Moreover  the  Syrain 
Monophysite  statement  that  *  *  the  action  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon 
against"  Dioscorus,  ''was  excessively  severe  and  unjust,  since  not  for 
clear  heresy^  but  for  a  mere  act  of  imprudence,  which  they  also 
acknowledge  him  to  have  been  guilty  of  he  was  condemned  and  deposed 
by  a  General  Council,"  (56)  is  decidedly  rich,  when  one  remembers  his 
outrageous  violence  at  the  Robbers*  Council  of  Ephesus,  A.  D.  449, 
over  which  he  presided,  and  the  testimony  given  against  him  on  that 
account,  and  others  at  Chalcedon  about  two  years  later.  Indeed, 
this  very  Preface  which  we  are  considering  brands  Dioscorus'  pro- 
ceedings at  the  Latrocinium  as  "violent  and  intemperate."     (57). 

But  we  turn  not  to  mere  unsupported  opinions,   but  to  stem 
fadls  as  to  the  present  belief  of  the  Syrian  Monophysites. 

I.  ** The  Syrians  *  *  *  receive,  without  any  exception,  the 
first  three  General  Councils  of  Nice,  Constantinople,  and  Ephesus, 
and  the  several  minor  councils  approved  by  the  Council  of  Chalce- 
don.** (58).  But  I  surmise  that  the  reason  why  they  receive  these 
"minor  cotincils,"  must  be  something  else  than  that  they  were 
sancflioned  by  the  Ecumenical  Synod  of  Chalcedon.  If  the  Canons 
of  the  "minor  councils"  referred  to,  be  those  received  into  the 
Ecumenical  Code  by  Canon  i.,  of  Chalcedon,  that  is  those  of  Ancyra, 
Neocaesarea,  Gang^,  Antioch,  and  Laodicea,  the  reason  why  they 

(56).  Southgate's  Visit  to  the  Syrian  Church,  Preface,  p.  9. 

(57).  Ibid. 

(58).  Southgate's  Visit  to  the  Syrian  Church,  Prefac  \ 
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are  accepted  by  the  Syrian  Jacobites  is  probably  the  fadl  that  they 
were  in  use  in  the  Orient  before  Chalcedon,  A.  D.  451,  as  is  evident 
from  the  proceedings  of  that  Council.  Indeed,  we  find  in  A.  D.  404, 
the  twelfth  Canon  of  Antioch  quoted  as  authoritative  outside  of  the 
jtirisdidtion  of  Antioch,  even  in  Constantinople ;  and  Chrysostom 
was  deposed  by  some  for  violating  it,  or  for  an  alleged  violation  of  it. 
See  on  that  Smith  and  Wace's  Dictionary  of  Christian  Biography^ 
volume  i.,  page  528,  left-hand  column. 

'*They  have  also,  and  use  daily,  the  Nicene  Creed."  (59). 
They  must  receive^  I  judge  therefore,  the  Creed  of  the  First  Ecumeni- 
cal Synod  and  that  of  the  Second,  and  the  two  Normal  Epistles 
of  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  which  were  approved  by  Ephesus  A,  D.  431. 

2.  "The  Syrian  Church  rejecfls  and  condemns  the  Fourth 
Kcumenical  Council,  and  also  Leo  I.,  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  whose 
Epistle  was  approved  by  the  Council.  Every  Syrian  Bishop,  at  his 
consecration,  is  required  to  amathematize  both  him  and  the  Council. 
They  also  defend  Dioscorus,  who  was  condemuned  by  the  Council, 
but  not  Eutyches,  as  I  have  said,  nor  his  heresy.  These  they  rejedt 
as  strongly  and  clearly  as  the  Council  itself.'*     (60). 

They  must  therefore  reject  the  Normal  Epistle  of  St.  Cyril  of 
Alexandria  to  John  of  Antioch,  and  that  of  Pope  Leo  I.  of  Rome  to 
Flavian  of  Constantinople,  and  the  Definition  put  forth  by  Chalcedon. 

3.  **  As  teachers  or  saints  they  regard  Jacob  of  Sarug,  Jacob  of 
Edessa,  Dioscorus,  Severus,  P.  FuUo  and  Jacob  Barddai ;  they 
reject  Eutyches.*'  (61). 

4.  As  to  the  question  whether  they  receive  the  Robbers*  Synod 
of  Ephesus,  A.  D.  449,  there  is  a  difference.  Bishop  Southgate 
writes :  **  They  do  not  pretend  to  defend  Dioscorus  in  his  violent  and 
intemperate  proceedings  at  the  Pseudo-Council  of  Ephesus,  A.  D, 
449.  They  do  not  approve  of  that  Council,  nor  the  objedl  of  Dios- 
corus in  obtaining  it,  which  was  to  effedl  a  reversal  of  the  sentence 
against  Eutyches,  passed  by  the  Council  convened  in  Constantinople 
the  proceding  year.**  (62).     But  Roediger  in  Herzog's  TheoL  and 

(59).  Ibid. 
(60).    Ibid. 

(61).  Herzog's  Theol,  and  Ecd,  Encyclopedia,  Bomberger's  edition,  Phila, 
A.  D.  i860,  xmdcr/acodiies. 

(62).  Southgate'8  Visit  to  the  Syrian  Church,  Preface,  p.  9. 
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Ecd,  Encyc,  ed.  Phila.,  A.  D.  i860,  article  **  Jacobites, ' *  asserts  :**  They 
recognize  the  Second  Synod  of  Ephesus." 

5.  As  the  Fifth  and  Sixth  Ecumenical  Synods  approve  Chalce- 
don,  and  are  conneAed  with  it,  the  Jacobites  must  rejedl  them  for 
that  reason. 

6.  They  rejeA  both  the  interpolation  Filioque  in  the  Symbol, 
and  the  Western  docftrine  contained  in  that  term.  (63).  This 
Bishop  Southgate  positively  states  in  his  Visit  to  the  Syrian  Church, 
p.  220,  as  quoted  by  us  above,  page  22,  when  treating  on  the  subje<5l 
of  the  Greek  Church.  In  the  same  work,  p.  219-221,  he  mentions  a 
conversation  with  the  Sjrrian  Monophysite  Patriarch  on  this  topic. 
We  quote  from  this  part  what  is  germane  to  our  purpose :  **I  can 
not  omit,  however,  one  conversation  with  the  Patriarch  upon  the 
vexed  question  of  the  Procession.  *  *  *  i  shall  have  more  to 
say  of  it  at  another  time.  At  present  I  will  only  allude  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Patriarch  spoke  of  it.  He  commenced  with  a 
long  metaphysical  argument  intended  to  prove  that  the  Holy  Ghost 
could  not  proceed  both  from  the  Father  and  the  Son,  without  involv- 

(63).  See  note,  45,  p.  64.  J.  S.  Assemani  De  Syris  Monophysitis^  Dis- 
sertatiOf  Komae,  A.  D.  1730,  p.  15,  16,  on  the  doctrine  held  by  the  Syrian 
Monophysites  on  the  Procession  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  remarks :  "  In  Trinitatis 
mysterio  antesignani  eorum  hand  sibi  conveniunt.  Nam  Xenajas  et  Bar- 
Hebraeus,  ut  et  nonnulli  recentiores,  Spiritum  sanctum  ex  Filio  procedere  ne- 
gant  Affirmat  Dionysius  III.,  Patriarcha,  in  Epistola  Synodica  ad  Mennam 
Alexandrinum,  ubi  ait :  P^ter  a  nullo  habet  existentiam  sed  per  scipsutn  ex- 
istit  ingenitus :  Filius  est  genitus  a  Ptitre  ab  aetemo.  Spiritus  sanctus  pro- 
tnanat  ex  Patre  et  Filio-^^  [But  this  may  refer  to  the  temporal  procession  from 
the  Son].  "Enimvero,  ut  recte  advertit  Renaudotius  (tom.  2.,  Liturgy 
Orient,^  p.  72),  reliqui  magno  nuntero  Jacobitae,  quamms  additio  Filioque  illis 
non  probetur^  non  tamen  Graecoram  exemplo  adversus  Latinos  tarn  acriter 
invehuntur:  nam  quaecumque  inter  utrosque  hujus  questionis  occasione  trttns' 
acta  sunt,  Orientates penitus  ignoravere,  nee  ad  se  pertinere  arbitrati  sunt,  Re- 
naudot  then  contends  from  certain  expressions  in  certain  of  their  Litnxgies 
that  those  works  teach  the  doctrine  of  the  Procession  from  the  Son. 

But  as  to  the  other  passages  which  the  Latin  Renaudot  adduces,  Assemani 
in  this  place  shows  that  the  celebrated  Jacobite  writer,  Bar-Hebraeus,  takes  them 
in  the  sense  of  ''the  temporal  and  external  manifestation  of  the  Holy 
Spirit  through  the  Son,**  and  disapproves  of  the  Occidental  sense.  One  par- 
ticular expression  only,  cited  by  him,  seems  to  favor  the  Latin  dogma.  Speak- 
ing of  the  Liturgical  works  of  the  Syrians  Renaudot  writes :  "Sometimes,  they 
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ing  the  difficulty  of  two  persons  in  the  Holy  Spirit.  I  replied  that, 
according  to  the  Anglican  belief,  it  did  not  seen  necessary  to  assert 
that  the  Procession  from  the  Father  and  from  the  Son,  was  the  same; 
that  the  Procession  from  the  Father  might  be  in  his  sense  of  the 
term,  and  that  from  the  Son  in  the  charadler  of  a  messenger." 

add,  '  He  receives  those  things  which  pertain  to  his  essence,'  which  sentiment 
departs  not  mnch  from  the  Theology  of  the  Latins.*'  The  Latin  is :  aliqoando 
addunt,  accipit  ea  quae  ad  iUius  essentiam  peHineni,  qnae  sententia  a  Latinorom 
Theologia  non  mnltnm  abit  See  it  in  J.  S.  Assemani,  de  Syris  Monophysites 
DissertaHo,  Romae,  A.  D.  1730,  p.  16. 

But  regarding  this  i,  it  seems  very  doubtful  whether,  although  this  passage 
accipit  ea,  etc.,  is  italicized^  it  is  meant  to  be  an  exact  translation,  or  only  what 
Renandot  conceives  to  be  the  sense  of  one  or  many  passages.  I  judge  the  ^letter 
from  the  answer  of  Bar-Hebreaeus.  Moreover,  Renaudot  as  here  quoted,  gives 
no  reference  to  the  original;  a  very  important  lack,  so  that  we  can  not  determine 
exactly  his  intention.  The  words  are  so  strong  in  the  Latin  that  they  seem  to 
settle  the  question  that  some  of  the  Syrian  Monophysites  have  used  language 
favoring  the  Latin  doctrine  of  the  Double  Procession.  But  from  the  considera- 
tions mentioned  above,  and  from  the  testimony  of  Bishop  Southgate,  an  impar- 
tial witness,  it  seems  best  to  hold  this  passage  sub  judice  until  we  ascertain 
more  of  the  &cts  as  to  Renaudot's  intention,  and  until  we  are  pointed  to  the 
original  references  in  proof,  for  they  alone  can  decide  this  question.  We  shall 
be  the  more  inclined  to  do  this  when  we  recollect  the  tendency  of  some  Latin 
theologians  to  interpret  the  Easterns  in  a  sense  which  they  at  once  repudiate  as 
wrong,  and  both  Renaudot  and  Assemani  were  members  of  the  Latin  communion. 

2.  But  what  is  of  chief  importance  is  that  Bar-Hebraeus,  the  noted  Jacobite 
historian  and  theologian,  who  was  Maphrian  or  Primas  Orientis  after  A.  D. 
1264,  interprets  it  in  the  Eastern  sense  and  condemns  the  Western  interpretation. 
See  J.  A.  Assemani,  de  Syris  Monophysites  Dissertation  A.  D.  1730,  p.  16.  As  to 
Bar-Hebraeus  himself  see  Smith's  Gieselet's  Church  History ^  vol.  ii.,  p.  617. 
^  Assemani,  as  last  cited,  remarks  of  the  mode  of  speaking  above :  cujus  loqua- 
tionis  vim  enervarenequitindignaTheologo  ilia  Bar-Hebraeiinterpretatio,  de  tem- 
poral! et  externa  Spiritus  Sancti  per  Pilium  manifestatione  aientis :  Quum  prO' 
cessio  sit  proprietas  Spiritus  Sanctis  cur  addiiur  in  Theologia^  quod  a  Filio 
occiput  DicimuSi  ratione  mani/estationis  ad  creaturas  specialissime  did,  quod 
Spiritus  a  FUio  accipit.  Quod  vero  a  nonnullis  asseritur,  ipsum  scilicet  virtu^ 
tem^  out potestatenti  aut  voluntatemy  aut  aliud  hnjusmodi  accipere,  haud  aequa 
est  opinio.  But  surely  the  Monoph3rsites  can  tell  best  what  they  mean,  and  im- 
partial writers  like  Bishop  Southgate,  and  Roediger  (Art :  Jacobites  in  Herzog's 
Theol.  and  Eccl.  Encyc.,)  state  that  they  reject  the  Latin  doctrine.  Roediger 
in  his  article  under  the  title  '* Jacobites''  in  Herzog's  Theol.  and  Eccl.  Encyc 
states:  "That  the  Holy  Spirit  proceeds  from  the  Son,  is  denied  byXanajas; 
the  Sjrrian  Church,  however,  remained  wholly  miaflfected  t^  the  controversy 
oonceming  the  FilioqueJ 
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[This  accords  with  the  Greek  belief  against  the  I^atins.  This  Greek 
belief  Bishop  Southgate  held,  so  at  least  we  may  infer  from  this]. 
**  The  Patriarch  answered  that  this  was  the  docflrine  of  Scripture  and 
the  belief  of  his  awn  Churchy  that  if  it  was  also  the  belief  of  the 
Western  Church,  there  was  on  this  point  no  diflFerence  between  us/' 
[but  it  certainly  is  not  the  belief  of  the  Latin  Church],  **  but  he  still 
thought  that  it  would  be  safer  to  use  the  language  of  the  Evangelist, 
^ proceeding  from  the  Father^  and  sent  hy  the  Son.'  "  On  this  last 
clause  Bishop  Southgate  adds  in  a  note  on  page  221,  **The  Patriarch 
alluded  to  the  passage  in  John  xv.,  26,  *But  when  the  comforter 
is  come,  whom  /  will  send  unto  you  from  the  Father,  even  the  Spirit 
of  Truth  which  proceedeth  from  the  Father,^  " 

On  the  words  ^^  could  not  proceed  both  from  the  Father  and  the 
Son^'  Bishop  Southgate  remarks  in  a  note  at  the  foot  of  page  220: 
**This,  however,  implies  nothing  with  regard  to  Procession,  -The 
Eastern  Christians  freely  acknowledge  that  the  Holy  Spirit  is  both 
of  the  Father  and  the  Son.  They  only  deny  that  1^^  proceeds  from 
both.  He  is  of  the  Father,  they  say,  by  Procession,  and  of  the 
Son,  by  Mission,  giving  to  Procession  a  definite  and  limited 
meaning,  viz:  that  of  issuing;  and  to  mission  that  of  being 
sent  as  a  messenger.  Thus  they  commonly  express  their 
belief,  in  these  words :  *  Proceeding  from  the  Father,  and  sent  by  the 
Son.'  They  allow,  however.  Procession  from  the  Son  in  a  diflFerent 
sense  from  that  of  the  Procession  ifrom  the  Father.  The  latter  is 
Hypostatical  or  Personal;  the  former  external  or  official.  After 
an  admission  of  this  kind  it  is  difficult  to  see  what  matter  for  con- 
troversy remains."  The  Bishop  means  between  those  who  hold  his 
view  and  the  Easterns.  At  least  so  I  take  it.  For  it  would  be  a 
strange  remark  for  a  professed  theologian  to  make  regarding  the 
difference  between  the  Easterns  and  the  latins.  For  the  dodhine  of 
the  Latin  Commimion  is  that  the  Holy  Ghost's  divine  Substance 
proceeds  eternally,  both  from  the  Father  and  the  Son.  But  the 
Easterns  assert  that  the  Holy  Ghost's  divine  Substance  proceeds  from 
the  Father  alone,  not  from  the  Son.  There  is  certainly  ground  for 
difference  here,  so  long  at  least,  as  men  will  interpolate  the  Filioque 
into  the  Symbol  without  an  Ecumenical  Synod. 

Macarius,  Bishop  of  Vinnitza,  and  Re<5lor  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Academy  of  St.  Petersburg,  expresses  the  Greek  view  on  the  Pro- 
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cession  in  his  Thlologie  Dogmatique  Orthodoxe^  Paris,  A.  D.  1859, 
t.  I,  p.  326 :  and  the  dodtrine  of  the  Syrian  Monophysites,  as  stated 
by  their  Patriarch,  is  exadlly  like  it;  so  that  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  on  this  point  they  are  with  the  Greeks  and  against  the  Latins. 

Another  point  may  well  be  noted.  None  of  the  Six  Ecumenical 
S3niods  defined  that  the  birth  of  God  the  Word  out  of  the  Father 
was  eternal^  but  they  have  limited  themselves  to  the  statement  of  the 
Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Synod,  that  He  was  ^'bom  out  of 

ike  Father  before  all  the  worlds ^^^  (rov  'ex  rou  I/arpd^  ytvvrflivTa  Tpu  Tzdvrwv 

T&v  aimwv).  The  idolatrous  conventicle  of  Nicaea  of  A.  D.  787, 
which  the  image-worshiping  and  creature-invoking  party,  which 
now  controls  the  Greek  Church,  calls  the  Seventh,  goes  no  farther. 
Nor  indeed  have  I  been  able  to  find  in  the  later,  local  utterances 
of  parts  of  the  Greek  Church,  or  in  the  utterances  of  individual 
Confessions  in  it,  any  distindl  profession  of  the  doArine  that  the 
birth  of  the  Son  out  of  the  Father  was  eternal.  They  all  seem  to 
rest  content  with  the  words  of  the  Creed  which  I  have  quoted  above. 

Hence  I  do  not  think  it  can  justly  be  said  that  the  Greek 
Communion  has  gone  beyond  the  earliest -docflrine  on  that  matter 
which  we  find  in  St.  Justin  the  Martyr,  and  in  St.  Theophilus  of 
Antioch,  that  the  Logos  Coetemal  and  Consubstantial  with  the 
Father,  was  bom  out  of  him,  not  eternally,  but  just  before  the  worlds 
were  made,  and  to  be  the  Father's  instrument  in  making  them. 
While  the  Logos  was  in  the  Father,  He  was,  according  to  St. 
Theophilus  6  Aoyo^  ^evdtdOsTo^,  ^'  the  Word  ifi  and  through  the  Father,''' 
When  He  came  out  of  the  Father  He  became  'w  Aoyo^  r.potpopixu^^  that 
is  ^^the  Word  borne  forth,' ^  That  coming  out  was  the  birth  of  God 
the  Word,  who  had  been  eternally  in  the  Father. 

But  the  celebrated  Catechist  of  Alexandria,  Origen,  started 
afterwards  the  view  of  the  Eternal  Birth,  and  was  followed  in  that 
notion  by  the  two  great  lights  of  the  Alexandrian  school,  Athanasius 
and  Cyril.  In  the  middle  ages  the  schoolmen  who  knew  Athanasius 
better  than  they  did  the  earlier  Greek  Fathers,  adopted  his  view, 
and  it  was  current  and  prevalent  in  the  West  at  the  time  of  the 
Reformation  in  the  Sixteenth  Centur>',  and  so  passed,  without 
investigation  seemingly,  into  different  Reformed  Confessions;  for 
instance  into  Article  II.,  of  the  Church  of  England. 
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The  Easterns,  however,  have  never  put  into  any  of  their  Con- 
fessions, at  least  not  so  far  as  I  know,  any  condemnation  of  the 
dodlrine  of  St.  Justin  the  Martyr,  and  of  St.  Theophilus  of  Antioch, 
nor  have  the  Greeks  pronounced  in  any  Sjrnod  any  formal  approval  of  the 
opposing  local  Alexandrian  view.  Of  course  the  earlier  view  agrees 
best  with  the  Greek  do<5lrine  that  the  Holy  Ghost  has  come  out 
of  the  Father  alone,  and  by  necessary  implication  condemns  the 
lyatin  notion  that  He  has  come  out  of  the  Father  and  the  Son  eternally. 

It  agrees  also  with  the  Anathema  in  the  Creed  of  the  First 
Ecumenical  Synod  against  *  *  those  who  say  that  the  Son  of  God  *  * 
*  was  not  before  He  was  bom^^*  for  the  Arian  denial  of  his  existence 
before  His  first  birth  seems  most  naturally  to  be  there  referred  to, 
not  His  birth  out  of  the  Virgin  Mary. 

5.  As  to  the  Apostles'  Creed,  so-called,  I  judge  that  the  Syrian 
Monophysites  do  not  use  it;  for  the  following  reasons  : 

1.  I  have  not  found  any  notice  of  its  existence  among  them  in 
any  author. 

2.  It  is  a  peculiarly  Western  Creed,  and  is  not  found  among  the 
Greeks,  or  among  the  Nestorians,  except  among  those  united  to 
Rome,  whence  they  have  derived  it.  See  what  is  said  elsewhere  on 
the  Greeks  and  the  Nestorians. 

3.  The  Abyssinians,  who  are  co-religionists  of  the  Syrian 
Monophysites,  do  not  use  it,  and  a  century  or  two  ago,  did  not  even 
know  of  it;  and  the  Armenians,  who  are  also  their  co-religionists,  do 
not  use  it.  See  what  is  said  elsewhere  on  the  Abysoinians  and 
the  Armenians. 
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DIVISION  II. 

AS  TO  THB  RKCKPTION  OP    THB  SIX  ECUMKNICAI,  SYNODS  IN  Tm( 

W^TKRN  COMMUNIONS,   AND  AS    TO  THK  USH  OP 

THBIR  TWO  CRKBDS  THB&9. 

SBCTION  6. 
SUBSECTION   I. — KCUMKNICAI,  SYMBOI«S. 

I. 
THB  SYMBOI«  OP  THB  318  HOI<Y  PATHBRS  OP  NICAEA. 

A  Latin  Church  priest,  Titus  Joslyn,  formerly  of  Montdair, 
N.  J.,  informed  me  that  his  church  does  not  use  the  symbol  of  the 
318  in  any  of  its  services. 

2. 

THB  CONSTANTINOPOWTAN. 

The  Latin  Church  uses  this  with  the  following  differences  : 

Art.  2.  The  Roman  Church  has  added,  perhaps  from  the  Creed 
of  Nicaea,  the  words  **  God  out  of  God ^'^  which  the  Ecumenical  Coun- 
cil of  Constantinople,  A.  D.  381  could  have  retained  had  they  chosen, 
but  which  it  plecued  them  to  omit;  and  indeed  this  clause  is  not  neces- 
sary because  it  is  contained  in  the  stronger  clause  **  very  God  out  of 
very  God^^^  which  is  in  the  Symbol  of  the  150. 

Art.  3,  The  Roman  translates  ^' of  the  Holy  Ghost  and  (xa^) 
Mary  the  Virgin^''  by  the  words:  ''  by  the  Holy  Ghost  out  of 
Mary  the  Virgin.^ ^ 

Art.  7.  The  Roman,  after  *'who  proceedeth  out  of  the  Father ^^ 
adds  ''  and  the  Son:' 

This  occurs  in  the  Order  of  the  Mass.  A  Latin  Priest  informs 
me  that  it  is  the  only  Creed  which  is  used  in  the  Mass. 

As  to  the  use  of  this  Symbol  see  Swainson's  article  **  Creeds''  in 
Smith  and  Cheetham's  Dictionary  of  Christian  Antiquities,  and  his 
article  * '  Creed '  in  Smith  and  Wace*  s  Dictionary  of  Christian  Biography. 
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SUB-SBCTION   II. 
LOCAL,    THAT  IS  WESTERN  SYMBOLS. 

I. 
THE  SO-CALLED  APOSTLES. 

This  IS  a  Creed  of  the  local  Roman  and  of  Western  Churches.  It 
is  properly  The  Roman  Creed.  In  the  form  now  used  it  is  more 
full  and  complete  than  it  was  about  A.  D.  390  when  Rufinus  first 
mentioned  it.  It  is  the  present  baptismal  Creed  of  the  Roman  Com- 
munion proper.  A  priest  of  the  Latin  Communion,  Titus  Joslyn,  in- 
formed me  that  it  is  never  used  at  the  Eucharist,  but  occurs  often  in 
the  Breviary  OflSces.  For  some  time  in  the  Middle  Ages  the  Church 
of  Rome,  and  some  other  parts  of  the  Western  Church  used  at  Bap- 
tism the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council ,  without  the  addition  of 
*  *  God  out  of  God'  *  and  of  '  *  ajtd  the  Son' '  (see  Dr.  Swainson*s  article 
**  Creed,''  section  17,  right  hand  column,  page  492,  vol.  i.,  of  Smith 
and  Cheetham's  Dictionary  of  Christian  Antiquities ;  and  the  refer- 
ence to  Assemani's  Codex  Liturgicus  there,  and  Heurtley's  Hamio- 
nia  Symbolica,  pages  157-161.  It  is  a  great  pity  that  it  did  not  be- 
come the  Universal  Baptismal  Creed  of  the  West  as  it  is  of  the  East, 
for  it  confesses  clearly  and  definitely  the  whole  Trinity,  whereas  the 
local  Creed  of  the  Apostolic  See  of  Rome  does  not,  but  may  be  and 
often  is  used  by  Anti-Trinitarians.  Those  enemies  of  Christ  prefer  it 
to  the  two  Ecumenical  Creeds.  A  tendency  to  substitute  it  for  them 
is  a  mark  of  ignorance  and  folly,  and  often,  among  Protestants  at  least, 
of  doctrinal  error,  that  is  of  an  Anti-Christian  and  Anti-Trinitarian 
bias  J  and  of  heretical  disregard  for  the  voice  of  that  Universal  Church 
which  Christ  has  commanded  us  to  hear  under  pain  of  being  deemed 
**  as  a  heathen  man  and  a  publican,'^  (Matt.  18,  17),  and  of  conse- 
quent doctrinal,  disciplinary  and  ritual  anarchy. 

Probably  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council  would 
Id  ig  since  have  displaced  it  and  been  substituted  for  it  in  all  the 
West,  in  the  Baptismal  Offices,  as  it  has  been  substituted  for  local 
Eastern  Creeds  in  the  East,  and  that  long  since,  were  it  not  for  the 
ignorance  among  us  in  the  Middle  Ages,  which  received  the  fable 
that  the  Apostles  had  made  the  so-called  Apostles*  Creed.  The 
Western  Creed  might,  however,  be  retained  for  occasional  use,  but 
not  on  Baptismal,  Eucharistic,  Ordination,  or  other  Sacramental 
Occasions. 
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II. 

THE  SO-CALLED  ATHANASIAN. 

This,  now  admitted  not  to  be  a  work  of  Athanasius  (64),  is  used 
in  the  Latin  Church.  A  priest  of  the  I^atin  Church,  Titus  Joslyn, 
informed  me  that  it  occurs  in  the  Breviary  Offices,  but  is  never  used 
at  the  Eucharist. 

Schaff,  in  his  Creeds  of  Christendom,  volume  i.  page  40,  states 
that  **  during  the  Middle  Ages  it  was  almost  daily  used  in  the 
morning  devotions.*'  He  quotes  in  proof  J.  Bona,  De  divi^ia 
Psalmodia,  c.  16,  sec.  18,  p.  863,  (as  quoted  by  Kollner,  Symbol ik,  I, 
85):"  [I  translate  Bona's  lyatin]: 

"That  Creed  [the  Athanasian]  was  formerly  chanted  daily,  as 
Honorius  testifies,  but  now  is  recited  on  Lord's  Days  in  a  full 
attendance  of  the  whole  congregation,  that  the  Confession  of  the 
holy  faith  may  be  celebrated  more  publicly  on  that  day.**  See 
further  as  to  its  use  in  the  Middle  Ages  in  the  West  in  Dr.  Swain- 
son's  article  **  Creed,'^  secflion  24,  page  493,  volume  i.,  of  Smith  and 
Cheetham's  Dictionary  of  Christian  Antiquities. 

« 

III. 

CREED  OF  POPE  PIUS  IV. 

This  is  thus  described :  **A  succinct  and  explicit  summary  of  the 
dbdhine  contained  in  the  Canons  of  the  Conncil  of  Trent,  is  expressed 
in  the  Creed  which  was  published  by  Pius  IV.,  in  1564,  in  the  form 
of  a  bull,  and  usually  bears  his  name.  It  is  received  throughout 
the  whole  Roman  Catholic  Church :  every  person  who  is  admitted 
into  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  publicly  reads  and  professes  his 
assent  to  it."  (65).  A  priest  of  the  Latin  Church,  Titus  Joslyn, 
informed  me  that  it  is  never  used  at  the  Eucharist  or  Baptism.  Any- 
one who  signs  or  in  any  way  approves  its  creature-worship  and 
image-worship  and  relic-worship  and  its  other  errors  against  the  Six 
Ecumenical  Councils,  commits  a  most  fearful  sin,  and  for  such  a 
crime,  in  the  early  centuries,  if  he  had  been  validly  baptized,  he 
would  have  been  put  to  a  long  penance  before  being  received  to 
communion  in  any  Orthodox  Church;  for  he  has  not  only  apostatized 

(64).  See  Waterland*9  Work  on  this  Creed. 

(65).     Hook's  Church  Dictionar>'  under  ' '  Creed  of  Pope  Pius  IV^ 
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to  idolatry,   but  has   adlually  sworn   to  maintain  it,   and  other 
Ecumenically  condemned  errors. 

DIVISION  III. 
THE  SIX  BCUMKNICAX  SYNODS. 

The  Latin  Church  professes  to  receive  the  Six  Eaimenical 
Synods,  and  the  Synod  of  Nicsea  A.  D.  787,  which  established 
image-worship,  as  well  as  others  held  since,  the  last  being  that  of 
the  Vatican,  A.  D.  1870.  But  the  Ecumenical  Canons,  that  is  those 
of  the  first  four,  are  much  disregarded  and  violated,  and  the  high 
relative  importance  and  true  position  of  the  Norms  of  Definition  put 
forth  by  the  four  last  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods,  are  too  much 
lost  sight  of.  Since  the  Roman  Church,  by  her  anti-canonical  arro- 
gance, made  the  separation  between  the  West  and  the  East,  she  has 
swerved  more  and  more  from  the  ancient  Catholic  bases  in  do<5lrine, 
discipline  and  rite,  in  the  Six  Councils  and  in  the  Universal  Historic 
Tradition,  especially  on  Baptism,  until  now  the  Greeks  refuse  to 
regard  it  as  the  same  Church  it  was,  or  indeed  to  recognize  it  as 
a  part  of  the  Church  at  all :  though  it  should  be  said  in  justice 
to  all,  that  the  Greeks  also  have  sadly  erred;  for  though  they 
retain  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Synod  without  addition  or  diminution, 
and  though  they  still  retain  some  primitive  rites  once  UniversaU 
such  for  instance  as  the  trine  immersion  in  baptism  and  infant- 
Eucharistizing,  they  have  swerved  from  much  in  the  decisions  and 
canons  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods,  and  in  idolatry  and  creature- 
worship,  are  in  some  respe<5ls  full  as  bad  as  Rome. 

Nevertheless,  both  the  Greeks  and  the  latins  profess  great 
respeA  for  the  Six  Synods,  even  though  in  some  things  they  do  not 
obey  them;  the  Greeks  professing  to  receive  all  their  utterances;  and 
the  Latins,  all  of  them  except  some  of  their  Canons,  though  since 
the  proclamation  of  Papal  Infallibility,  by  Pius  IX.,  in  1870,  they 
at  times  have  pradtically  denied  the  adlion  of  the  Sixth  Ecumenical 
Councils  in  condemning  Pope  Honorius  as  a  heretic,  and  gone  farther 
into  apostasy  than  ever.  Indeed,  Francis  Patrick  Kenrick,  in  his 
Theologia  DogmaHca^  volume  i.,  (1839),  page  282,  said  that  it  is 
lawful  to  think  that  the  Fathers  of  the  Sixth  Ecumenical  Synod 
erred  in  their  judgment  on  Honorius.    Kenrick  was  the  Romish 
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• 
coadjutor  Bishop  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  at  that  time,  and  died  Arch- 
bishop of  Baltimore  in  A.  D.  1863.     But  his  assertion  leads  to  nulli- 
fying much  that  the  Six  Cotmcils  have  said,  and  indeed  may  afford 
occa^on  to  some  to  call  in  question  all  or  nearly  all  their  decrees. 
For  if  they  were  liable  to  err  as  to  facts  ^  that  is  as  to  thitir  premises  y 
they  were  certainly  liable  to  err  as  to  their  conclusions  from  those 
premises.    And  so  they  may  have  erred  as  to  that  Historic  Tradition 
of  Faith  on  the  Scriptures  and  on  their  Interpretation,  on  the  basis 
ot  which  they  condemned  Arius,  Macedonius,  Nestoiaus,  and  Euty- 
ches,  as  well  as  Pope  Honorius.    We  must  admit  then  that  no  truly 
Ecumenical  Council  has  erred  as  to  2Xiy  fact.    When  it  can  be  proved 
that  any  Synod  has  so  erred,  that  fact  proves  that  it  was  fallible  and 
so  not  Ecumenical.     For  instance  the  Council  of  Nicaea  A.  D.  787, 
took  some  spurious  matter  as  the  basis  of  its  decision  that  image- 
worship  and  creature-invocation  had  always  been  a  part  of  the  faith 
from  the  beginning,  and  ignored  or  reje(5led  genuine  passages  of 
Christian  writers  from  the  beginning,  which  proved  both  the  non-use 
and  non-worship  of  images  painted  and  images  graven,  and  the  non- 
invocation  of  creatures;  and  they  ignored  or  rejeAed  those  decisions 
of  the  Third  Ecumenical  Synod  and  of  others  after  it  which  condemn 
all  relative-service  and  all  service  to  created  persons  and  to  mere 
things ;  and  so  that  conventicle  of  A.  D.  787  is  proven  to  be  not 
Ecumenical. 

The  discipline  contained  in  the  False  Decretals  of  Isidore  has 
whelmed,  for  the  present  at  least,  some  of  the  Ectmienical  Canons. 
Still  the  Norms  of  Definition  on  the  Ecutnenical  Symbol  are  for  the 
present  in  the  background,  for  the  masses  of  the  Latin  clergy  know 
but  little  of  them  in  their  true  sense  and  meaning  and  application  to 
present  errors. 

The  worship  of  the  Sacred  Heart  of  Jesus  which  is  Nestorianism 
and  Man-Worship  of  the  most  flagrant  character,  is  quote  common 
among  them,  and  is  defended  by  them  on  Nestorius'  plea  quoted  in 
Act  I  of  Ephesus  as  one  basis  for  his  deposition,  that  it  is  done  rela- 
tively to  the  I/>go5,  an  excuse  which  is  simply  that  of  Relative-Wor- 
ship on  which  the  heathen  has  always  based  his  worship  of  his 
images  painted,  graven,  and  relics  of  Boodha,  etc.,  and  of  altars,  etc. 
But  in  such  matters  the  ignorance  of  the  bulk  of  I^atin  theologians  is 
something  wonderful.    Let  us  hope  that  in  time  they  will  confess 
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and  forsake  all  relative- worship  and  so  oey  Ephesus.  The  Nes- 
torians  worship  of  Christ's  humanity  is  anathematized  in  the  Eighth 
of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria's  XII.  Chapters,  and  in  Anathema  IX. 
of  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Council.  Oh,  that  we  may  soon  have  a  true 
Seventh  Ecumenical  Synod  to  enforce  the  first  Six,  to  do  away  with 
all  errors,  and  to  put  an  Orthodox  Patriarch  into  the  Western 
See  oC  Peter.  We  are  coming  to  it.  And  we  need  also  to  be 
freed  from  thecontrol  of  the  State,  which  often  no  longer  desires  to  sup- 
port the  Church  and  to  help  it,  but  to  interfere  with  its  temporalities,  and 
to  take  them  out  of  the  hands  of  Bishops  where  Canon  XXVI.  of  the 
Fourth  Ecumenical  Synod  puts  them,  and  to  put  them  into  the  hands 
of  mere  laics,  or  even,  in  some  cases,  non-laics,  to  worry  the  Bishops 
and  clergy  and  to  tyrannize  over  them  and  keep  them  from  preaching 
the  ftiU  truth  of  God,  and  so  to  destroy  Christianity  so  much  as 
they  can. 

The  proper  course  for  the  West  to  pursue  is  : 

1.  To  receive  and  enforce,  ever5rwhere  and  always,  all  the  doc- 
trine, discipline,  rite  and  custom  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils. 

2.  On  points  on  which  the  Six  Synods  do  not  speak,  to  restore  all 
ihe  Universal  historic  tradition  in  doctrine^  discipline  and  rite  of  the 
Primitive  Church,  West  and  East,  such  for  instance  (A)  as  the  trine 
immersion  in  Baptism,  which  is  the  only  mode  mentioned  in  the 
Gelasian  Sacramentary  and  the  Gregorian  (66),  and  is  always  com- 
manded in  them  (67),  which.  Pope  Pelagius  and  Chrysostom  teach,  is 
required  by  the  command  of  Christ  Himself  in  Matt.  28,  19  (68),  and 
which,  as  all  admit,  was  the  practice  of  the  whole  Church  during  all 
the  early  centuries  (69),  and  which  the  Greeks  of  the  Four  Eastern 
Patriarchates  make  essential  to  valid  baptism  still  (70),  and  for  the 

(66).  See  the  rubrics  quoted  in  Chrystal's  History  of  the  Modes  of  Christian 
Baptism,  page  109. 

(67).  Ibid.,  and  pages  134-137. 

(68).  Id.,  pages  80  and  76.  Popes  I^eo  L  and  Vigilins  also  favor  the  thrice- 
dipping.  See  id.,  pages  80  and  99.  Alcuin,  as  we  expect  to  show  elsewhere  on 
Baptism,  proves  that  the  alleged  letter  of  Pope  Gregory  I.  to  Leander  of  Seville, 
which  favors  the  one  dip  for  Spain,  is  spurious. 

(69).  See  Chrystal's  History  of  Modes  of  Baptism,  passim. 

(70).  See  the  IlTddAtov,  Athens  edition  of  A.  D.  1841,  page  37,  end  of  note  in 
col.  I,  and  Palmer's  Dissertations  on  the  Orthodox  Communion,  pages  i99>ao4. 
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lack  of  which  they  reject  now  as  they  long  have  all  Latin  and  all 
Western  Baptisms  and  Orders  (71). 

(B).  The  confirmation,  and  (F),  the  Eucharisttzing  of  Infants 
which  was  in  the  Church  from  the  first,  which  St.  Cyprian 
Bishop  of  Carthage,  who  died  a  martyr  for  Christ,  A.  D.  258,  only 
about  158  years  after  the  Apostle  John's  death,  shows  in  one  of  his 
Treatises  (72)  was  the  established  custom  of  the  Church  in  his  time  ; 
and  he  implies  in  another  place  that  no  one  can  be  saved  without 
it  (73);  which  Innocent  I.,  Bishop  of  Rome,  A.  D.  402-417  and  his 
contemporary,  Aug^tine,  of  Hippo,  deemed  necessary  to  every  in- 
fant's salvation  ;  which  remained,  according  to  Maldonat,  the  custom 
of  the  Roman  Church  for  the  first  six  hundred  years  (74),  and  ac- 
cording to  Cardinal  Bona  till  the  twelfth  century  (75);  which  was  the 
custom  of  the  whole  Church  for  at  least  the  first  eight  hundred  years 
of  the  Christian  era  (76),  and  which  the  Greeks  have  always  retained 
and  still  retain,  and  which  they  justly  reproach  the  Latins  and  other 
Westerns  for  laying  aside. 

(D).  The  nan-use  in  Churches  and  in  places  of  worship  of  images 
and  crosses  in  accordance  with  the  sentiments  of  the  primitive  Roman 
writer,  Minucius  Felix  of  the  Third  Century,  who  testifies  in  his 
Octavius  that  the  Christians  of  his  time  used  neither.  These 
UniverscU  Rites  and  Customs,  and  all  other  rites  and  customs  com- 
mon in  the  early  centuries  from  the  beginning  to  the  whole  Church 
East  and  West,  must  be  restored  before  there  can  be  a  godly  union. 
They  can  stand  the  test  of  Vincent  of  Lerins'  dictum,  as  held  *  *  Al- 
ways,  every  where  and  by  ally  Among  such  Universal  customs  is 
the  use  everywhere  of  the  language  of  each  people  always  in  their 
services  and  worship,  that  it  may  be  intelligent  and  heartfelt,  and  so 
pleasing  to  God  and  saving  and  edifying.  j 

(71).  Ibid.  ^ 

(72).  Cyprian's  Treatise  on  the  Lapsed,  (written  A.  D.  251),  section  16,  (pages 
168-170  of  the  Oxford  Translation). 

(73).  Cyprian's  Scripture  Testimonies  Against  the  Jews,  book  i,  section  22; 
(P&gcs  S5f  36  of  the  Oxford  Translation). 

(74).  Bingham's  Antiquities  of  the  Christian  Church,  book  xv.,  chapter  4, 
.section  7.    Compare  Id.,  book  xiL,  chapter  i,  section  3. 

(75).  Ibid 
(76).  Ibid. 
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I  have  specified  only  a  few  important  matters  which  need  reform 
and  the  restoration  of  what  was  in  the  beginning,  but  scholars  may 
learn  the  rest  fi-om  the  pages  of  antiquity  ;  Bingham  states  many  of 
them  in  his  AntiqutHes, 

3.  In  mere  local  cusloms,  such,  for  instance,  as  the  unveiled  chancel 
or  sacristy,  and  of  kneeling  on  days  when  it  is  not  prohibited  by 
Canon  XX.  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  they  should  always  pre- 
fer what  has  always  been  Western  from  the  beginning :  for  it  is  not 
wise  to  scandalize  the  people  and  even  the  learned  by  laying  aside 
customs  which  were  always  European,  and  were  in  use  in  the  prim- 
itive Western  Church  among  men  who  are  now  deemed  saints  by  all 
East  and  West,  and  by  introducing  instead  of  them,  customs  which 
are  purely  Asiatic  and  local.  To  attempt  such  a  substitution  in  such 
trifles  would  at  once  excite  prejudice  and  opposition  against  even 
right  changes  of  present  evil  customs,  and  might  lead  to  confoimding 
in  the  common  mind  all  changes  as  evil  and  unwise,  and  would  in- 
sure the  defeat  of  needed  reforms.  Besides  no  such  displacement  in 
such  trifles  of  what  is  Asiatic  for  what  is  European  will  ever  succeed 
among  Europeans  or  their  descendants  in  the  Americas  or  in  Austra- 
lia or  elsewhere  in  their  realms. 

I  would  add  in  conclusion  that  as,  since  the  Vatican  Council  of 
A.  D.  1870,  all  hope  of  a  reform  in  Rome  and  the  restoration  by  her 
of  the  Ecumenical  Decisions  of  the  Six  Synods,  and  of  all  the  primi- 
tive doctrine,  discipline,  rite  and  custom  has  vanished  forever,  one 
practical  things  remains ;  and  that  is  the  appointment  of  a  valid  suc- 
cessor to  Leo  XIII.  at  once,  and  a  valid  succession  in  Sees  now  sub- 
jeA  to  him  where  their  occupants  refuse  to  reform  and  restore.  That 
successor  and  that  succession  must  be  free  from  the  sins  of  image- 
worship  and  invoking  creatures;  must  hold  to  the  Six  Councils  alone 
as  Ecumenical  and  to  all  Universal  dodlrine,  discipline,  rite  and  cus- 
tom which  has  been  from  the  beginning,  but  should  not  scandalize 
the  people  by  changing  what  has  been  Western  in  trifling  matters 
from  the  first.  It  is  altogether  desirable  and  would  be  justly  de- 
manded by  the  Greeks  that  he  and  they  be  thrice  immersed  like  the 
Roman  bishops  Gelasius,  Leo  I.  and  Pelagius,  and  be  ordained  by 
thrice  immersed  men;  and  Westerns  would  prefer,  if  it  can  be,  by 
bishops  subjeA  to  St.  Peter's  See  of  Antioch,  as  it  is  termed  in  the 
Fourth  Ecumenical  Council,  or  by  some  other  successors  of  Peter,  that 
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so  the  Petrine  succession  may  be  preserved.  But  as,  owing  to  the 
present  idolatry  of  the  Greeks,  that  can  not  be  expedled,  then  the  next 
best  valid  thing  to  reconstrudl  the  Roman  episcopate  should  be  done, 
and  done  at  once  to  save  the  htmdreds  of  millions  who  are  dying  un- 
der its  sway  in  idolatry  and  in  creature-worship,  and  so,  according  to 
the  New  Testament  and  the  Six  Councils,  and  the  English  Homilies, 
without  hope. 

But  those  who  restore  the  Roman  Baptism  and  Orders  should 
adopt  as  Universal  Church  Law  not  only  the  Decrees  of  the  Six 
Ecumenical  Councils,  but  also  for  each  nation  and  for  its  jurisdidtion 
those  Carthaginian  documents  and  canons  against  Rome's  claim  to 
Appellate  Jurisdidtion  in  Africa,  which  were  adopted  by  the  TruUan 
Synod  of  A.  D.  691,  and  should  confine  any  and  all  claim  of  Appel- 
late Jurisdidtion  by  Rome  to  Italy:  while  at  the  same  time  they 
should  leave  the  Bishop  of  Rome  his  ancient /n»wry,  as  First  among 
his  equals  (Primus  inter  pares),  and  such  powers  as  he  possessed  in 
the  primitive  ages,  and  such  as  he  possesses  according  to  the 
Decisions  of  the  Six  S3mods'  and  no  more.  In  cases  of  appeal  on 
emeigent  matters,  he,  not  alone,  but  with  the  Patriarchs  and 
Metropolitans  of  the  Christian  world,  East  and  West,  could  settle 
them,  as  of  yore,  subjedl  to  the  approval  of  the  Episcopate  of  the 
West  and  of  the  East,  as  of  yore.  This  would  in  time  reconcile  all  in 
the  West,  and  in  the  East  who  are  sticklers  for  his  primacy;  and  at 
the  same  time  would  do  away  his  supremacy^  which  has  done  so  much 
evil  in  dodfaine,  discipline  and  rite,  and  is  still  doing,  and  would 
make  the  Church  one  and  orthodox.  Of  course  the  bishop  of  Rome 
would  have  only  one  vote  on  any  matter  in  such  a  gathering  of 
delegates  from  all  the  national  Churches  and  provinces  of  the  Chris- 
tian world,  and  would  have  only  such  a  position  among  his  fellow- 
bishops  as  the  apostle  Peter  had  among  his  fellow-apostles.  Such  a 
body,  if  free  from  lay  interference  and  sound,  would  speedily  conquer 
the  world  for  Christ  and  his  Church.  It  is  difficult  as  yet  to  see  how 
such  union  and  blessing  may  be  brought  about,  but  let  all,  East  and 
West,  exert  themselves  that  it  may  be,  and  it  will  be.  For  Christ 
prayed  that  His  disciples  may  be  one,  (John  xvii.,  11,  21,  22, 
23).  For  the  greed  and  ignorance  of  an  image- worshiping  and 
creature -invoking  bishop  of  Rome,  a  heretic  whose  errors  are 
anathematized  by  the  Six  Ectunenical  Cotmdls,  have  led  astray. 
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scattered,  and  torn  Christ's  flock.  Is  it  not  high  time  to  substitute 
for  his  invalid  and  idolatrous  succession  one  that  is  valid  and  anti- 
idolatrous?  It  can  readily  be  done  if  all  who  desire  it,  West  and 
East,  and  their  governments,  unite  to  secure  it. 

An  Ecumenical  Council  can  judge  any  Pope  or  Patriarch.  The 
Sixth  Ecumenical  Council  resisted  and  judged  and  condemned  the 
heresy  of  Leo*s  predecessor,  Honorius;  and  it  anathematized  him; 
and  a  true  Seventh  Synod  can  do  the  same  with  his  successor.  In 
the  Council  of  Jerusalem,  in  Acts  xv.,  it  is  the  whole  Apostolate 
which  adls  and  decides,  not  Peter  alone.  So  let  a  valid  and  sound 
successor  to  him  be  chosen  for  Rome,  and  let  him  and  the  sound 
Apostolate  of  the  Christian  world  redress  our  evils  and  corre<5l 
all  errors.  Sooner  or  later  it  will  be  done  in  a  Seventh  Ecumenical 
Council  of  the  West  and  the  East,  but  how,  we  see  not  as  yet.  For 
the  Episcopate  of  the  Greek  Church  are  involved  in  creature-invoca- 
tion, and  other  adls  of  worship  of  animate  creatures;  and  of  painted 
images  and  of  relics,  and  other  inanimate  things,  much  as  the  Roman 
Episcopate  is;  and  without  the  East  there  can  be  no  Ecumenical 
Council.  Till  then  let  all  guard  and  preserve  all  of  the  primitive  and 
of  the  Six  Councils  which  they  retain,  and  restore  every  thing  in 
them  as  soon  as  possible,  and  all  primitive  do<5lrine,  discipline  and 
rite  as  soon  as  possible.  Idolatry,  as  the  Old  Testament  teaches, 
was  the  cause  of  God's  splitting  the  Israelitish  Church,  and  it  was 
never  reunited  till  they  reformed  and  restored.  So  idolatry,  as  an 
English  Homily  Against  Peril  of  Idolatry  teaches,  was  the  cause  of 
the_division  of  Christendom  into  East  and  West,  and  it  never  will  be 
healed  till  they  both  reform  and  restore.  God  grant  therefore  a 
speedy  Reformation  and  Restoration  everywhere. 

On  the  other  hand,  a  mere  local  Council  of  the  West  has  judged 
and  deposed  Popes  of  Rome  for  error  in  do<5lrine  or  in  life;  but  the 
Episcopate  of  the  Roman  obedience  are  now,  so  to  speak,  bound  so 
fast  hand  and  foot  and  so  involved  in  all  the  errors  of  Rome  that, 
seemingly,  no  help  can  be  expedled  from  them.  Their  predecessors 
were  more  independent  when,  in  1409,  at  the  Council  of  Pisa,  they 
deposed  two  rival  Popes,  Gregory  XII.  and  Benedidt  XIII.,  as 
^*notorious  heretics,'^  (77),  and  cut  them  off  from  the  Church,  and 

(77).  Treat's  Catholic  Faith,  pages  560561. 
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deAed  Alexander  V.  to  be  bishop  of  Rome,  (78).  They  were  more 
mdependent  when  the  Council  of  Constance  in  A.  D.  1414,  decreed 
that  a  General  Council  is  superior  to  a  Pope,  (79),  deposed  the  rival 
Popes,  John  XXIII.  and  BenediA  XIII. ;  John  XXIII.  for  heresy, 
(80),  and  led  Gregory  XII.  to  abdicate,  and  ele<Sled  Martin  V.  to  be 
Pope  (Si).    John  XXIII.  submitted. 

The  Council  of  Basil,  which  met  A.  D.  143 1,  decreed  that  a 
general  Council  is  superior  to  a  Pope  of  Rome,  and  deposed  Pope 
Eugenius  IV.  and  eledled  Felix  V.  in  his  place  and  see  (82). 

There  should  be  an  anti-creature-serving  and  Orthodox  Bishop 
of  Rome,  and  an  Orthodox  Bishop  in  every  See,  West  and  East. 

At  the  same  time  all  that  is  good  in  Rome  should  be  jealously 
maintamed,  for  instance,  its  claim  for  the  freedom  of  the  episcopate 
and  the  Church  everywhere  from  subjection  to  lay  power,  its  claim 
that  education  should  be  Christian,  and  that  every  Christian  State 
should  help  the  Church,  not  worry  and  persecute  it  and  put  laics 
o\'er  its  temporalities  to  enslave  its  clergy,  and  that  the  Christian 
feith  is  the  only  true  and  saving  one  which  cannot  compromise  with 
error,  and  its  abhorrence  of  Freemasonry  and  of  all  secret  societies 
and  the  false  Anti-Christian  I^iberalism  of  our  time. 

SECTION  7. 

IN  THE  ANGUCAN  COMMUNION. 

SUBSECTION  I. — ECUMENICAI.  SYMBOLS. 

I. 
-THE  SYMBOI,  OP  THE  318  HOLY  FATHERS  OF  NICAEA. 

This  is  not  in  use  in  any  part  of  this  communion.  Would  it  not 
be  well  for  the  bishops  to  order  it  to  be  said  at  least  four  or  perhaps 
twelve  times  a  year,  in  every  Church,  as  a  guard  against  denial  of 
the  Divinity  of  the  Eternal  Logos,  and  to  let  the  people  who  now 
never  hear  it,  know  exactly  what  the  Universal  Church  has  said  ? 

(78).  Ibid.    Compare  Murdock*s  MosheinVs  Eccl.  Hist.,  vol.  ii.,  page  425. 

(79).  Treat's  Catholic  Faith,  pages  561-562,  and  Murdock's  Moshcini' s  Eccl, 
Hist,,  ToL  iL,  p.  426,  note  viii. 

(80).  LitUedales's  Plain  Reasons  A/rainst  Joining  the  Church  of  Rome, 
page  x6i.    Mordock's  Mosheim's  Eccl,  Hist,  vol.  iL,  page  426  and  427. 

(81).  Ibid. 

(83).  Ibid. 
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2. 

THE    SYMBOL    OF    THE    I50    HOLY   FATHERS    OF  CONSTANTINOPLE. 

The  symbol  of  the  150  is  in  use  in  this  whole  communion, 
including  the  English,  Irish,  Welsh,  Scotch,  Colonial  and  American 
branches.  It  has  the  same  peculiarities  as  the  I<atin  translation 
above,  and  one  other  in  addition,  namely:  it  omits  in  Article  9  the 
word  *  *  holy  *  *  before  *  *  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church,  *  *  This  additional 
blunder  arose  probably  from  a  transcriber's  or  printer's  error,  and 
from  ignorance  or  carelessness  regarding  the  original.  It  must  be 
used  in  the/ull  Eucharistic  service,  except  in  the  presbjrter-and-lay- 
ruled  American  branch,  where,  till  1889,  it  might  be  always  omitted, 
both  in  the  Eucharist  and  everywhere  else  also.  At  the  General 
Convention  of  that  year,  after  much  discussion,  it  was  ordered  that 
it  be  said  five  times  in  the  year,  namely,  on  Christmas-Day,  Easter- 
Day,  Ascension-Day,  Whit-Sunday,  and  Trinity-Sunday.  It  may 
still  be  omitted  every  Lord's  day  in  the  whole  year  except  three  or 
four,  and  on  every  week  day  except  one  or  two!  Rather  a  slim 
allowance  of  Orthodoxy,  that!  To  make  it  worse,  one  of  the  Anti- 
Christian  clergy  of  that  Communion,  who  has  preached  Arianism,  if 
lie  be  rightly  reported  in  the  daily  press,  replied  to  the  adlion  of  the 
Convention,  by  saying  in  effe(5l,  in  the  public  press:  You  may  force 
that  Creed  on  us,  but  we  will  nevertheless  take  it  in  our  own  sense. 
And  his  bishop  has  no  sufficient  power  to  resent  his  infidelity  and 
depose  him!  It  should  have  been  done  at  once,  and  then,  judging 
the  man  from  his  press  utterances,  he  would  have  found  his  proper 
place  in  some  Anti-Christian,  that  is  Anti-Trinitarian  seA/  Bob 
IngersoU  justly  taunted  him  with  inconsistency  in  staying  in  the 
Episcopal  Church,  and  implied  that  his  motive  in  so  doing  is  money, 
and  that  he  is  therefore  dishonest.  Alas!  that  such  a  man  should, 
after  his  empty-headed  and  blatant  professions  of  unbelief,  be  allowed 
for  one  moment  to  stay  in  any  communion  calling  itself  Christian, 
to  corrupt  others.  His  utterances  against  Christ's  Divinity  are 
anathematized  by  the  Creed  of  Nicaea,  but  alas!  that  Creed  is  not 
enforced  in  that  Communion. 

Yet  it  is  approved  in  its  Article  VIII.,  both  in  the  English  and  in 
the  American  branch. 
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SUBSBCTION  II. — ^I«OCAL  CREEDS. 

THE  ROMAN  AND  WESTERN  CREED,   CAUSED  THE  APOSTLES',   IN 

THE  EIGHTH  CENTURY  FORM. 

The  Eighth  of  the  39  Articles  mentions  it  as  ihat  which  is  cotn- 
monly  called  the  Apostles'  Creed. ' '  This  is  the  baptismal  Creed  of  this 
Communion,  and  is  used  in  the  daily  Morning  Prayer  and  Evening 
Prayer.  It  is  approved  in  its  Article  VIII.  In  Baptism  and  in 
Communion  and  Confirmation,  and  in  all  Sacramental  Rites,  the 
Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Synod  should  be  tised  instead. 

4- 

THE  ATHANASIAN  CREED. 

This  must  be  used  at ' '  Morning  Prayer,  * '  except  in  the  American 
Protestant  Episcopal  Communion,  on  certain  days,  specified  in  the 
English  Book  of  Common  Prayer.  It  is  not  in  the  American  Book 
of  Common  Pra3rer.  Even  in  the  English  Church  it  is  never  used 
ill  the  Baptismal  or  Eucharistic  Offices.  It  is  formally  approved  in 
Article  VIII.  of  the  Church  of  England.  That  allusion  to  it  is 
wholly  omitted  in  Article  VIII.  in  the  American  Prayer  Book. 
Purged  of  what  may  be  taken  in  its  Se<5Uon  23,  to  teach  the  Double 
Procession,  it  might  be  used  as  a  hymn  on  the  days  on  which  the 
English  Church  uses  it,  but  it  cannot  be  made  a  test  of  Communion, 
unless  it  be  hereafter  approved  by  a  Seventh  Ecumenical  Synod. 
And  it  is  not  clear  as  yet  what  that  Synod  will  do  on  that  matter. 

SUBSECTION  III. 

THE  RSCEPTION  OP    THE   SIX    ECUMENICAI.    COUNCILS  AND  THEIR 

NORMS  OF   DEFINITION. 

Though  the  Anglican  Church  has  produced  great  and  sound 
scholars,  and  nearly  all  the  learned  works  of  English  Theology,  nev- 
ertheless, among  the  bulk  of  both  the  clergy  and  people  there  is  but 
little  knowledge  of  any  of  the  ena(5lments  in  do(5lrine  and  dicipline 
and  rite  of  the  Six  Great  S3mods,  except  the  Symbol  of  the  318  and 
that  of  the  150,  and  still  less  of  the  high  position  and  inexorable 
authority  given  them  by  the  Universal  Church.  Practices  and  even 
dodlrines  hostile  to  these  enadlments  are  maintained  almost  without 
rebukf  Almost  no  account  is  made  of  the  Canons  and  Norms  of 
Definition.    Some  tespedl  is  justly  entertained  for  the  writings  of  the 
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early  Orthodox  Fathers,  but  strangely  enough,  so  gross  is  the  ignor- 
ance, that  almost  none  is  entertained  for  the  Ecumenical  Synods,  the 
only  places  where  the  Universal  Church  has  ever  spoken.  Indeed, 
the  author  remembers  to  have  heard  a  prominent  professor  of  the 
High  Church  School  in  a  High  Church  Seminary  speak  of  the 
Canons  as  not  necessarily  binding.  And  on  another  occasion,  when 
the  author  was  conversing  with  a  Bishop  usually  reckoned  as  a  High 
Churchman,  the  author  of  more  than  one  merely  popular  work,  but 
whose  name  from  motives  of  delicacy  I  do  not  give,  that  prelate  in- 
formed him  that  he  always  carried  the  /^/7jof  the  Ecumenical  Synods 
bound  up  with  his  Greek  Testament,  and  at  the  back  of  it.  This 
remark  is  painfully  amusing,  for  the  A<5ls  of  Chalcedon  alone  are  a 
large  volume,  and  it  would  certainly  be  a  goodly  sized  Greek  Testa- 
ment which  could  contain  only  them.  The  poor  man  meant  the 
Cano7is.  He  did  not  seem  to  know  the  difiFerence  between  them  and 
the  Adls.  And  the  author  has  since  heard  him  lay  down  the  propo- 
sition in  a  gathering  of  his  brethren,  that  the  Canons  may  be  dis- 
pensed with  or  are  variable.     He  meant  by  merely  local  authority. 

The  Ecumenical  Canons  indeed  are  alterable,  but  only  by  an 
Ecumenical  Synod.  Otherwise  anarchy  is  the  inevitable  result.  For 
if  the  decree  of  an  Orthordox  Ecumenical  Synod  can  be  set  aside  by 
one  province  it  can  be  by  another,  and  so  it  will  finally  be  binding 
on  nobody.  This  is  pradlically  to  deny  the  binding  authority  of  the 
voice  of  the  Universal  Church,  and  to  reduce  the  decisions  to  mere 
advice.  But  that  is  not  to  **hear  the  Church;*'  Matt,  xviii,,  17,  and 
it  is  therefore  to  set  at  naught  the  words  of  Christ  himself^  who  has 
said:  '"If  he  neglect  to  hear  the  Churchy  let  him  be  wito  thee  as  an 
heathen  man  and  a  publican,'^  Matt,  xviii.,  17.  It  was  sad  to  hear 
a  professed  bishop  derogating  from  that  which  it  was  duty  to  defend, 
and  undervaluing  the  decisions  of  the  Church,  made  by  the  aid  of 
the  Holy  Spirit,  whom  the  assembled  Fathers  prayed  to,  to  help 
them  in  their  deliberations,  and  whom  Christ  promised  the  Apostks 
and  their  successors  to  the  end  of  the  world;  and  which,  so  far  as 
they  were  received  by  West  and  East,  some  ancient  Fathers  did  not 
hesitate  to  deem  as  inspired  in  such  a  sense  as  to  be  infallible  at  least, 
because  enadled  by  the  aid  of  Him  who  has  promised  to  be  witb 
**  two  or  three  *'  who  meet  together  in  His  name,  and  whose  presence 
may,  therefore,  a  fortiori  be  expedled  in  a  Synod,  not  of  **oiie  or 
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two,"  but  of  many;  not  of  private  individuals,  but  of  the  bishops  of 
the  Universal  Church,  gathered  not  regarding  private  and  minor 
interests,  but  the  interests  and  faith  and  discipline  of  the  Universal 
Church  of  God. 

Moreover,  this  prelate  did  not  seem  to  remember  that  much  of 
the  faiih  and  discipline  of  the  Church  is  in  the  Canons,  so  that  the 
man  who  makes  little  of  them  derogates  from  both,  and  is,  so  far,  an 
enemy  of  Christ. 

It  is  a  pity  that  men  holding  high  positions,  instead  of  expos- 
ing abuses  and  evils,  and  so  doing  what  they  can  to  amend  them, 
too  often  bolster  them  up,  and  so  treasure  up  *  *  wrath  unto ' '  them- 
selves *^  against  ike  day  of  wrath,  and  revelation  of  the  righteous 
judgment  of  God ^^^  Rom.  ii.,  5. 

If  one-half  of  the  labor  and  time  spent  in  excusing  and  cloaking 
&ult8  had  been  spent  in  corre<5ling  them,  progress  in  everything 
good  would  have  been  vastly  greater.  Wrong  will  not  be  redressed 
until  it  is  pointed  out,  and  the  bishops  and  pastors  of  Christ's  flock 
should  be  foremost  in  this  good  work. 

Now,  the  lower  clergy  and  the  laity  know  so  little  of  the 
authority  and  value  and  necessity  of  the  enactments  of  the  Six  World- 
Synods,  that,  in  their  ignorance  or  utter  indifference  to  them,  they 
often  violate  them  in  matters  of  Faith  and  Rite  and  Discipline. 
For  instance,  they  often  ele<5l  men  to  the  episcopate  who  are  diga- 
mists or  suffer  th6m  to  exercise  episcopal  fundlions  like  ordination, 
though  the  general  understanding  of  the  '"ojie  wife,''  of  I.  Timothy, 
iii.,  2  and  12,  and  of  Titus  i.,  6,  in  the  whole  Church  from  the 
beginning,  as  is  ably  shown  on  page  420,  and  after,  of  the  English 
translation  of  a  volume  of  Tertullian  in  the  Oxford  Library  of  the 
Fathers^  forbids  any  such  prelate  to  perft)rm  any  clerical  fuu(5tion» 
and  though  there  can  be  no  certainty  that  any  ordination  or  confirm- 
ation performed  by  him  is  valid.  And  a  large  part  of  the  discipline 
of  the  Ecumenical  Canons,  is  whelmed  in  wreck  and  ruin  throughout 
this  whole  important  communion,  but  more,  I  think,  in  the  United 
States  than  anywhere  else. 

Probably  in  some  respe<5ls  the  Anglican  Church  is  the  worst 
governed  in  the  world.  Indeed,  in  the  United  States  there  is  much 
more  presb5rterial  and  lay  power  in  it  than  there  is  of  Episcopal.     A 
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bishop  in  the  American  branch  of  it,  in  a  conversation  with  qie,  spoke 
of  it  in  effe<5l  as  a  Congregationalism  modified  by  a  little  Episcopacy. 

I  once  said  to  one  of  its  most  learned  and  most  estimable  pre- 
lates, Bishop  Whittingham,  of  Maryland,  in  effe(5l  something  as 
follows : 

Bishop,  why  do  you  endure  the  control  of  Conventions,  for  the 
most  part  composed  of  poorly  read  clergy  and  of  laymen  unlearned 
in  theology,  instead  of  breaking  them  up  and  going  back  to  the  rule 
by  bishops  alone,  which  is  authoritatively  commanded  in  the  Canons 
of  the  First  Four  Ecumenical  Ssmods?  Why  do  you  suffer  episcopal 
prerogatives  to  be  snatched  out  of  your  hands  and  divided  up  among 
unlearned  clergy  and  still  more  unlearned  laics  ?  Why  do  you  not 
take  the  reins  into  your  own  hands,  where  they  belong? 

He  replied,  in  effeA,  that  the  tendencies  of  our  country  are  so 
intensely  political,  even  in  Church  matters,  that  the  worldly  theories 
of  the  secular  government  are  nm  into  the  Church;  and  he  added  in 
effeA:  If  we  should  attempt  to  take  the  reins  into  our- own  hands 
we  should  find  them  cut  and  slashed  in  all  diredlions;  at  the  same 
time  in  his  quick,  nervous  way,  imitating  the  adl  of  a  man  cutting 
the  reins. 

I  respeAed  and  loved  the  man,  for  he  had  much  more  of  self- 
sacrifice  than  most  married  prelates,  and  vastly  more  learning ;  but  I 
believe  that  if  the  Episcopate  of  any  National  or  Colonial  Church  in 
the  Anglican  Communion  were  single,  learned,  and  thoroughly 
Orthodox,  free  that  is  fi-om  Romish  idolatry  and  from  infidel  error, 
and  self-sacrificing  and  prudent,  and  at  the  same  time  uncompromis- 
ing, they  could,  after  a  long  struggle  and  much  suffering,  restore  all 
the  doctrine,  discipline,  rite  and  custom  of  the  Six  Ecumenical 
Councils,  and  of  the  Ante-Nicene  Church,  and  that  the  growth  of 
that  part  of  that  communion  would  then  be  immense.  It  would 
result  in  a  thorough  Restoration  of  all  that  fell  into  desuetude  during 
the  period  of  idolatry,  and  so  would  crown  the  work  of  the  Reforma- 
tion in  the  Sixteenth  Century  as  the  Restoration  of  all  the  dodlrine, 
discipline,  rite  and  custom  of  the  Israelitish  Church  at  Jerusalem  in 
the  times  of  Ezra  and  Nehemiah  and  Jeshua  and  Zorobabel,  crowned 
and  perfeAed  the  Reformation  that  had  been  accomplished  in  Babylon 
long  before.     For   a  perfect  Reformation  in   Religion  necessarily 
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includes  a  perfect  Restoration  of  all  the  orignal  dodlrine,  discipline, 
rite  and  custom. 

And  let  it  be  well  rememembered  that  the  Formularies  of  the  An- 
glican Church  favor  the  Six  Councils,  though  at  the  Reformation 
they  were  not  so  well  known  as  they  are  now.    For  the  Thirty-fifth 
'  Article  approves  the  Homilies;  and  the  Homilies  speak  with  respect 
of  the  Six  Synods. 

For,  I,  they  reckon  **  the  four  first  General  Councils  *'  Bsoi  ''  the 
primitive  CAurchf*'  and  appeal  to  a  canon  of  Chalcedon,  as  one  of  the 
four,  as  authority  on  the  subje<5l  of  fasting.  The  following,  from  the 
Second  Book,  the  First  Part  of  the  Settnon  of  Fastings  are  the  words 
referred  to: 

"Fasting  then,  even  by  Christ's  assent,  is  a  withholding  of 
meat,  drink,  and  all  natural  food  from  the  body,  for  the  determined 
time  of  fasting,  and  that  it  was  used  in  the  primitive  churchy  appear- 
eth  most  evidently  by  the  Chakedon  Council^  one  of  the  four  first  Gen- 
eral Councils.  The  fathers  assembled  there,  to  the  number  of  six 
hundred  and  thirty,  considering  with  themselves  how  acceptable  a 
thing  fasting  is  to  God,  when  it  is  used  according  to  His  word; 
again,  having  before  their  eyes  also  the  great  abuses  of  the  same 
crept  into  the  Church  at  those  days,  through  the  negligence  of  them 
which  should  have  taught  the  people  the  right  use  thereof,  and  by 
vain  glosses  devised  of  men;  to  reform  the  said  abuses,  and  to  restore 
this  so  good  and  godly  a  work  to  the  true  use  thereof,  decreed  in  that 
Council,  that  every  person,  as  well  in  his  private  as  public  fast^ 
should  continue  all  the  day  without  meat  and  drink,  till  after  the 
evening  prayer.  And  whosoever  did  eat  or  drink  before  the  evening 
prayer  was  ended,  should  be  accounted  and  reputed  not  to  consider 
the  purity  of  his  fast.  This  canon  teacheth  so  evidently  how  fasting 
was  used  in  the  primitive  church,  as  by  words  it  can  not  be  more 
plainly  expressed. 

"Fasting  then,  by  the  decree  of  those  six  hundred  and  thirty 
fathers,  grounding  their  determination  in  this  matter  upon  the 
Sacred  Scriptures,  and  long  continued  usage  or  pradtice,  both  of  the 
prophets  and  other  godly  persons  before  the  coming  of  Christ,  and 
also  of  the  Apostles  and  other  devout  men  of  the  New  Testament,  is 
a  withholding  of  meat,  drink,  and  all  natural  food  from  the  body,  for 
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the  determined  time  of  fasting.     Thus  much  is  spoken  hitherto  to 
make  plain  unto  you  what  fasting  is/' 

Although  this  Canon  is  not  found  among  the  30  of  Chalcedon, 
this  makes  but  little  difference  so  far  as  the  question  of  respedl  for 
the  Council  itself  is  concerned.  This  fespecSl  is  quite  marked  in  the 
passage  quoted  above. 

The  other  passage  is  in  the  Second  Book,  in  the  Homily  Against 
Peril  of  Idolatry,  the  Second  Party  and  mentions  the  Six  Councils  as 
*  'allowed  and  received  of  all  men, '  *     The  words  are  as  follows: 

**The  said  Constantine,  Bishop  of  Rome,  caused  the  images  of 
the  ancient  Fathers,  which  had  been  at  those  Six  Councils^  which 
were  allowed  and  received  of  all  men^  to  be  painted  in  the  entry  of 
St.  Peter's  Church  at  Rome.'* 

The  Constantine  here  meant,  according  to  Riddle  in  his  EccU- 
siastical  Chronology ^  page  180,  became  Pope  of  Rome,  A.  D.  708. 

It  is  undoubtedly  true  indeed  that  the  English  Reformers  of 
blessed  memory  do  decide  in  their  Article  XXI.,  against  the  infal- 
libility of  what  it  terms  General  Councils^  but  we  must  understand 
them  to  refer  to  the  idolatrous  Conventicle  of  Nicaea,  A.  D.  787,  and 
to  the  merely  local  non-Ecumenical  Councils  of  the  West  after  the 
split  in  the  Church  in  the  ninth  century,  which  were  misnamed 
General  or  Ecumenical,  So  must  we  understand  similar  language 
often  in  other  Reformation  Confessions  on  the  topic  of  those  so- 
called  General  Councils, 

The  whole  Anglican  Communion  is  passing  through  one  of  the 
severest  crisis  of  its  long  history  of  about  1700  or  1800  years;  for 
within  its  own  pale  there  is  but  one  Orthodox  and  consistent  party, 
small  in  numbers  and  weak  in  influence,  whose  principles  are,  i, 
thorough  obedience  in  all  things,  in  dodlrine,  discipline,  rite  and 
custom  to  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils;  and  where  they  have  not 
s;>oken,  to  all  the  doArine.  discipline,  rite  and  custom  of  the  Ante- 
Nicene  Church. 

Those  principles  would,  if  logically  carried  out,  lead  them : 

(A).  To  use  an  exadl  English  translation  of  the  Creed  of  Nicaea, 
and  an  exa<5l  English  translation  of  that  of  the  Second  Ecumenical 
Svnod;  and  so    to  avoid  all   additions   to   either  of  them   and  all 
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subtradlions  from  either  of  them,  and  to  have  read  in  every  congre- 
gation at  least  once  every  year  all  Definitions  set  forth  by  the  Six 
Ecumenical  Councils,  all  the  Epistles  of  Definition  approved  by 
them;  that  is  the  two  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  to  Nestorius,  which 
were  ratified  by  the  Third  Ecumenical  Synod;  CyriPs  Epistle  to 
John  of  Antioch,  and  I^eo  of  Rome's  to  Flavian  of  Constantinople, 
which  were  approved  by  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council,  and  the 
Report  of  Agatho  of  Rome  to  the  Emperor  Constantine,  and  another 
Report,  both  of  which  are  received  in  the  Definition  of  the  Sixth 
Sjrnod;  and  all  those  Canons  of  the  First  Four  Ecumenical  Councils, 
which  have  been  received  by  the  whole  Church,  West  and  East,  and 
all  the  local  Canons  which  are  made  Ecumenical  by  Canon  I.  of  the 
Fourth  Council. 

(B).  Where  the  Six  Ecumenical  Cotmcils  have  not  spoken,  they 
should  follow  closely  all  the  Universal  doHrine,  discipline^  rite  and 
custom  which  has  come  down  from  the  first,  and  which  was  held 
always^  everywhere  and  by  all. 

(C).  On  merely  local  customs,  which  are  purely  Western,  such 
for  instance  as  the  unveiled,  open  chancel,  they  should  follow  those 
local  customs  of  the  West,  which  like  it,  have  come  down  there  from 
the  Apostles,  for  we  are  a  Western  race. 

These  three  principles  would  bind  them  to  receive  and  enforce 
the  following  among  other  things,  in  addition  to  what  is  mentioned 
above  as  to  the  use  of  an  exact  translation  of  each  of  the  two  Ecu- 
menical Creeds,  and  the  rehearsing  once  a  year  in  every  Church  of 
all  the  Definitions,  Normal  E;)istles  and  Canons  of  the  Six  Ecu- 
menical Synods. 

AS  TO  DOCTRINE, 

1.  To  incorporate  all  the  Creeds,  Definitions,  Epistles  of  Defini- 
ion  and  Canons  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils,  and  of  the  local 
Councils  approved  in  Canon  I.  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council 
into  the  Prayer  Book  of  the  Anglican  Church. 

2.  To  enforce  their  ena<5lments  by  deposing  all  clerics  of  any 
order  who  fisivor  relative  worship,  by  bowing,  or  in  any  other  way, 
of  crosses,  painted  images,  graven  images,  relics,  altars,  communion 
tables,  the  Book  of  the  Gospels,  the  Bible,  or  any  other  inanimate 
thing;  and  to  enforce  their  enactments  also  against  all  who  give  any 
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la<ft  of  religious  service,  be  it  invocation,  bowing,  kneeling,  prostra- 
tion, incense,  or  any  other  to  any  animate  creature,  be  it  (a)  to  the 
humanity  of  Christ,  contrary  to  the  Eight  Anathema  of  St  Cyril  of 
Alexandria's  XII.,  which  were  approved  by  the  third  World-Synod, 
and  by  the  Three  after  it,  and  to  the  Ninth  Anathema  of  the  Fifth 
Ecumenical  S3mod. 

And  a  fortiori  (b)  to  any  creature  less  than  Christ's  humanity, 
be  it  the  Virgin  Mary,  any  other  saint,  any  martyr,  any  archangel, 
any  angel,  or  any  other  creature.  For  surely  any  one  who  possesses 
any  reasoning  power  should  see  at  once,  that  if  the  Six  Ecumenical 
Councils  have  deposed  all  clerics  and  anathematized  all  laics  who 
worship  the  created  humanity  of  Christ,  by  itself,  much  more  have 
they  by  necessary  implication  all  who  worship  any  lesser  creature; 
for  all  admit  that  Christ's  perfect  and  sinless  humanity  is  the 
highest  and  best  of  all  merely  created  things. 

Those  definitions  cover  and  forbid  every  case  of  worship  to  crea- 
tures animate  or  inanimate,  and  to  all  mere  things,  be  they  pictures,, 
graven  images,  relics,  or  anything  else,  but  God. 

The  invocation  of  angels  is  branded  as  ''Secret  Idolatry'^  in 
Canon  XXXV.  of  Laodicea;  and  every  one  guilty  of  that  sin  is 
anathematized,  ''because  he  hath  left  our  Lord  fesus  Christ  and  gone 
over  to  idolatry.'*  That  Canon  is  made  of  Ecumenical  authority  by 
Canon  I.  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Synod.  By  equality  of  reasoning 
(pari  ratione)  it  forbids  all  worship  of  any  other  creature,  be  it  saint 
or  martyr,  or  the  Virgin  Mary,  or  any  archangel.  For  as  the  one  is 
"hidden  idolatry, *'  so  are  the  others,  because  all  are  creature-service. 
For  prayer  is  an  act  of  religious  service,  as  God's  Word  shows. 

Laics  guilty  of  such  sins  are  anathemized  by  the  Six  Councils 
of  the  Christian  World 

The  first  Commandment  of  the  Mosaic  Law,  as  Christ  teaches,  is 
to  worship  God  alone  (Mark  xii.,  29,  30).  When  the  Israelites 
obeyed  that  commandment  they  were  most  richly  blessed;  when  they 
disobeyed  it  and  invoked  creatures,  and  relatively  worshipped  Jehovah 
through  the  images,  that  is,  the  calves,  at  Dan  and  Bethel,  they  were 
signally  cursed. 

So  when  the  English  people  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation 
ceased  to  invoke  creatures  and  to  worship  images  and  relics,  though 
they  were  few,   weak  and  despised,  and  ignorant  and  poor,  God 
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blessed  them,  gave  them  victory  on  field  and  flood,  and  has  enabled 
them  to  people  and  govern  the  larger  part  of  North  America, 
Aastralia^New  Zealand  and  many  islands  of  the  sea,  and  has  given 
their  former  Queen,  now  Empress  Victoria,  dominion  over  tra<fls 
of  the  earth  vastly  greater  than  imperial  Rome  ever  possessed,  and 
over  about  one-fifth  or  one-sixth  of  the  whole  human  race,  agg^gat- 
ing  not  fiu:  from  three  hundred  millions  of  souls,  whereas  her 
creature-servuig  predecessor,  Bloody  Mary,  lost  Calais,  the  last  pos- 
session of  England  in  France,  and  ruled  over  only  about  four  millions 
of  people. 

When  the  King  Charles  I.,  married  an  idolatrous  wife,  in  the 
seventeenth  century,  and  some  of  the  clergy  veered  towards  the  old 
creature-service  again,  God  sent  on  them  the  Cromwellian  Scourge 
which  brought  the  King  and  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  Laud» 
to  the  block,  disestablished  the  Church,  beggared  the  clergy,  and 
crushed,  as  fiu:  as  it  could,  its  worship,  and  it  crushed  it  nearly  every- 
where, tor  the  churches  were  given  to  non-Episcopalians. 

And  to-day,  as  a  race,  we  are  approaching  similar  disasters,  for 
men  are  so  ignorant  of  theology,  or  so  perverse,  as  to  invoke  creatures, 
teach  creature-service,  and  are  not  deposed.  For  instance,  £.  B. 
Pusey,  in  his  Eirenicon,  Appleton's  New  York  edition  of  i866> 
pages  loo  and  175,  sandlions  the  invocation  of  saints,  and  deceptively 
pares  down  the  godly  Anglican  protest  against  that  sin  to  make  it 
near  the  Roman  idolatry;  and  on  page  194,  of  the  same  work,  ap- 
proves the  relative- worship  of  the  crucifix,  of  Bibles  and  of  altars^ 
and  bowing  to  a  throne. 

Pusey,  on  the  last  named  page,  shows  that  the  unbelieving  and 
loose  Arnold  favored  the  same  idolatry  as  to  the  crucifix. 

The  same  Pusey  and  John  Keble  corrupted  the  dodlrine  of  the 
Eucharist,  and  started  afresh  the  heresy  of  the  Nestorian  Theodoret 
of  worshipping  the  Eucharist,  and  Keble  wrote  a  hymn  to  the  Virgin 
Mary,  which  I  have  adlually  seen  in  a  colledlion  of  Anglican  hymns^ 
designed  to  be  sung  in  church,  and  a(5lually  so  sung. 

John  Mason  Neale  professed  to  '* adore''  the  Virgin  Mary,  and 
Bishop  Young,  of  Florida,  told  me  that  Neal  introduced  the 
mediaeval  innovation  of  unleavened  wafers  in  the  Eucharist,  and  was 
so  given  to  drink,  the  Bishop  told  me,  that  his  wife  had  to  go  to  an 
ale  house  or  houses  to  ask  them  not  to  let  him  have  it. 
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And  Pusey,  and  Keble,  and  Newman,  and  their  coadjutors  have 
apologized  for  Roman  idolatry,  and  tried  to  do  away  with  much  of 
the  Reformation  protest  and  guard  against  it,  and  to  let  in  the  waves 
of  God's  ire  against  England  and  its  Church  again. 

Pusey  indeed  was  suspended  for  a  time,  but  was  never  forced  to 
renounce  his  errors.  And  Neale  was  in  bad  odor  among  all  sound 
men,  but  died  in  his  nice  nest  in  the  receipt  of  an  income  from  the 
Reformed,  whose  faith  he  betrayed.  So  did  Pusey.  So  did  John 
Keble.  Not  one  of  them  was  forced  to  renounce  his  errors  and  to 
confess  his  sins,  nor  deposed,  nor  excommunicated  from  his  national 
Church,  as  all  creature-serving  heretics  were  by  the  Six  Ecumenical 
Councils.  I  am  aware  that  the  bishops  of  the  English  Church  tried, 
in  their  utterances,  to  check  the  tendency  to  idolatry  and  to  creature- 
service  in  the  Romanizing  presbyter-led  Oxford  movement,  and  so  far 
they  are  to  be  honored.  But  they  are  to  be  condemned  because  they 
did  not  depose  from  their  ministry  and  cut  off  from  their  communion 
all  such  idolatrizers.  The  result  is  that  many  of  the  less  sound  and 
less  solidly  learned  clergy  imitate  them,  because  they  were  permitted 
to  die  in  the  Church;  and  soul-damning  creature-worship  is  spread- 
ing, and  the  Anglican  communion  is  losing  its  Reformation  and 
primitive  purity;  the  windows  and  walls  and  chancels  are  befouled 
with  lying  images,  which  provoke  the  jealous  God  to  jealousy, 
(Psahn  Ixxviii.,  58;  Ezek.  viii.,  3  to  18,  inclusive;  Exod.  xx.,  4  to  7). 
The  holy  table  of  the  Anglican  Eucharistic  rubric  has  been  largely 
abolished  by  unlearned  and  presumptuous  men,  who  try  to  improve 
on  Christ's  example,  and  the  wrath  of  God  is  preparing  against  us  as 
a  people,  and  will  surely  come,  unless  we  repent  and  restore  the  New 
Testament  and  primitive  do<5trine  and  customs,  and  purge  out  the 
unclean  persons  who  corrupt  the  Church.  The  Corinthians  are 
blamed  by  St.  Paul  because  they  were  puffed  up  and  had  not  rather 
mourned  that  a  violator  of  a  law  of  Christian  morals  had  not  been 
taken  away  from  them  (I.  Cor.,  v.,  2);  but  the  Apostle  delivered  the 
transgressor  to  Satan  by  excommunicating  him;  and  in  his  godly 
zeal  and  wisdom  he  did  the  same  with  Hymenaeus  and  Alexander  (I. 
Cor.,  v.,  3-6,  and  I.  Tim.,i.,  20),  and  so  saved  the  Church  by  driving 
away  errors  which,  if  he  had  tolerated,  would  have  been  deemed  free, 
and  to  be  tolerated  in  the  Church  in  all  ages 

The  bishops  of  the  Syrian  Church  suffered  Diodore  of  Tarsus  and 
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Theodore  of  Mopsuestia  to  go  free  and  to  die  in  the  communion  of 
the  Church,  and  so  multitudes  of  Syrians,  deeming  them  Orthodox, 
and  reading  their  writings,  were  led  by  them  into  that  denial  of  the 
Incarnation  and  Man-Service  which  cropped  out  in  the  Syrian  Church 
in  one  of  its  leaders,  Nestorius,  in  those  grievous  errors  not  long 
after  their  deaths,  which  have  plagued  the  Syrian  race  ever  since, 
led  them  to  favor  those  heretics,  when  their  sins  were  condemned  by 
£phesus  and  by  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  and  finally  led  them  to 
forsake  the  Universal  Church. 

So,  though  Augustine  in  one  place  grieves  over  the  picture- 
worship  of  some,  and  though  some  bishops  resisted  superstition,  yet 
the  unfaithfulness  on  the  part  of  other  North  African  Bishops,  be- 
cause they  feared  the  superstitious  people,  as  one  of  their  Canons 
shows,  left  error  free,  and  it  brought  the  wrath  of  the  Jealous  God  on 
the  African  Church,  and  finally  utterly  wiped  it  out  by  the  Moham- 
medan sword  and  torch.  And  if  the  English-speaking  people  do  not 
repent  and  guard  the  faith  of  the  Six  Synods  and  the  New  Testa- 
ment and  primitive  pra(5lice,  we  shall  suffer  a  similar  fate;  for  the 
lack  of  zeal  for  the  worship  of  God  alone  (Matt,  iv.,  lo),  and  the  de- 
,generacy  and  unsoundness  of  a  large  part  of  the  clerg>'  are  simply 
appalling.  They  must  condemn  formally  all  such  corrupters  as 
Pusey,  and  such  as  he,  or  the  people  will  read  their  dangerous  errors 
and  be  wrecked. 

I  have  spoken  of  those  that  are  creature-invokers,  and  who  favor 
image-worship,  or  altar-worship,  by  bowing  to  it,  or  worship  of  the 
Bucharist,  though,  while  all  may  be  classed  as  creature-serv^ers,  they 
difier  among  themselves  more  or  less  on  some  details,  some  using  the 
Roman  wafers  in  their  Eucharists,  others  not;  some  holding  seem- 
ingly to  something  like  Transubstantiation,  others  rather  to  Consub- 
stantiation,  etc. 

This  distinct  Romanizing  and  idolatrous  and  creature-invoking 
]>arty  is  represented  by  a  few  bishops,  some  presbyters  and  deacons, 
and  by  quite  a  number  of  women,  whose  faith  and  pradUce  have  been 
corrupted  by  such  unworthy  clerics.  There  are  very  few  men  in  the 
sect,  except  such  as  are  efieminate.  When,  some  years  ago,  a  num- 
ber of  them  made  application  to  Rome  for  recognition  on  certain  bases 
as  to  rite  or  custom  not  fully  Latin,  Rome  reje<Sled  them  till  they  be- 
come  fully  Latin  and  entirely  submissive. 
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But,  on  the  other  hand,  there  are  men  in  the  Anglican  Com- 
munion who  are  Arians,  or  at  least  Anti-Trinitarians  of  some  of  the 
heretical  schools.  Such  is,  if  we  can  believe  the  report  of  his  ser- 
mons as  printed  in  the  daily  press,  R.  Heber  Newton,  re<5lor  of  All 
Souls,  New  York  City.  And  he  does  not  stand  alone,  but  to  my 
knowledge  has  many  sympathizers  and  defenders,  some  of  them  in 
some  of  the  richest  livings. 

There  is  quite  a  number  of  clergy  and  laics  who  are  so  loose  as  to 
be  classed  as  somewhat  infidelizing,  some  more  and  some  less,  who, 
therefore,  differ  more  or  less  from  each  other,  as  heretics  are  wont  to 
do,  some  of  whom  are  loose  on  the  Trinity,  the  full  Divinity  of  God 
the  Word,  the  Atonement,  and  the  everlasting  punishment  of  the 
wicked,  and  who  have  very  little  respect  for  the  Six  Ecumenical 
Synods,  or  for  Church  Authority  of  any  kind,  and  who  do  not  hold 
to  the  Six  Councils'  power  and  privileges  of  the  Episcopate;  but  who 
prefer  presbyter  or  lay  substitutes  for  such  power,  and  for  the  Ecu- 
menical Canons.  Some  of  them  call  themselves  Broad  Churchmen^ 
but  they  are  really  simply  loose,  and  more  or  less  heretical. 

Among  them  have  been  classed  Bishop  Colenso,  Dean  Stanley^ 
Dr.  Arnold,  R.  Heber  Newton,  and  others,  who,  however,  agree 
not  among  themselves.  The  only  man  of  any  theological  scholar- 
ship among  them  was  Dean  Stanley. 

They  sometimes  unite  with  the  Romanizing  and  idolatrous 
party  against  the  Orthodox  Six  Councils*  Party,  and  contrary  to  the 
Second  Part  of  the  Homily  Against  Peril  of  Idolatry^  some  of  them 
ag^ee  with  the  Romanizing  Party  in  darkening  their  Churches  and 
excluding  the  light  of  heaven  by  filling  the  windows  with  lying 
images  of  jealousy  which  provoke  the  Jealous  God  to  jealousy.  And 
Dean  Stanley,  if  he  be  rightly  represented,  seemed  to  put  the  law- 
fulness of  invoking  Christ  about  on  a  par  with  the  lawfulness  of 
invoking  a  mere  human  being  like  the  Virgin  Mary,  or  some  other 
Saint;  which  implies  disbelief  in  Christ's  complete  Divinity,  and  a 
belief  in  the  lawfulness  of  giving  an  adl  of  religious  service  to  a 
creature  contrary  to  Christ's  own  law  in  Matthew!  v.,  lo,  **  Thou 
Shalt  bow  to  the  Lord  thy  God,  and  Him  only  shalt  thou  serve." 

Pusey,  on  page  194  of  his  Eirenicon,  quotes  Dr.  Arnold  as  favor- 
ing an  adl  of  idolatry,  such  as  kissing  an  image,  and  as  pronouncing 
it  ^^ right  and  natural^     Such  spiritual  whoredom  is  natural  to  the 
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erring  human  heart  m  the  sense  that  fleshly  whoredom  is  natural  to 
the  erring  human  heart  and  in  the  sense  that  all  idolatry  is  natural 
toman's  astray  nature;  but  it  is  not  ''right,''  for  God  proclaimed 
his  curse  against  Israel  for  the  sin  of  kissing  images.  For  in  Hosea 
xiii.,  I,  2,  3,  we  read: 

"  When  Bphraim  spoke  trembling,  he  exalted  himself  in  Israel; 
but  when  he  ofiended  in  Baal  he  died.  And  now  they  sin  more  and 
more,  and  have  made  them  molten  images  of  their  silver,  and  idols 
acx!orxling  to  their  own  understanding,  all  of  it  the  work  of  the  crafts- 
men; they  say  of  them, 

*  'Let  the  men  that  sacrifice  kiss  the  calves.  Therefore,  they  shall 
be  as  the  morning  cloud,  and  as  the  early  dew  that  passeth  away,  as 
the  cloud  that  is  driven  with  the  whirlwind  out  of  the  floor,  and  as 
the  smoke  out  of  the  chimney." 

Here  the  worship  by  kissing  the  images  at  Dan  and  Bethel  was 
reloHve  worship  to  Jehovah  through  those  images.  For  when 
Jeroboam  set  them  up  and  so  made  Israel  to  sin,  he  proposed  them 
to  the  people,  not  as  images  of  Baal  or  of  any  false  God,  but  of  that 
God  who  had  brought  them  up  out  of  Egypt  (I.  Kings  xii.,  28,  etc.), 
that  is,  of  course,  of  Jehovah,  for  they  then  believed  that  Jehovah 
and  no  other  had  brought  them  up  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt.  And 
indeed  they  had  worshiped  the  calf  in  the  wilderness  as  a  symbol  of 
Jehovah,  for  Aaron  told  them  ''To-morrow  is  a  feast  to  fehovah,'' 
(Exodus  xxxii.,  5,  and  Nehemiah  ix.,  18);  and  they  were  keeping  it 
when  God  become  so  angry  with  them  for  that  sin  that  he  was  going 
to  exterminate  them,  but  for  the  intercession  of  Moses. 

And  those  who  are  guilty  of  fleshly  whoredom  and  of  that  im- 
age worship,  that  is  idolatry,  which  the  Scriptures  call  whoredom,  are 
alike,  according  to  Rev.  xxi.,  8,  to  have  their  part  in  the  lake  which 
bumeth  with  fire  and  brimstone,  which  is  the  second  death. 

Besides,  there  is  a  class  self-styled  Evangelical,  who  deny  the 
Baptism  *'forthe  remission  of  sins,'*  in  Actsii.,  38,  and  do  away  with 
due  Episcopal  authority. 

Now,  all  such  heretics  should,  in  accordance  with  the  Six 
Ecumenical  Synods,  be  deposed  from  any  ministry  claiming  to  be 
Orthodox,  orif  laics,  excommunicated.  But,  alas!  there  is  no  order 
or  settled  dodtrine  or  discipline  in  the  Anglican  Communion.     But  it 
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must  have  them,  or  continue  to  be  what  it  is  to-day,  an  ecclesiastical 
wreck. 

But  (3)  the  Anglican  communion  should  revise  its  39  Articles, 
and  should  avoid  requiring  as  conditions  of  lacai^  jion-universal  Com- 
munion m^ere  private  opinions  of  sonu  of  the  Fathers  which  are  not  rati- 
Aed  by  any  of  the  Six  H^orld-Coiuicils,  such,  for  instance,  as  the  opin- 
ion that  God  the  Word  was  bom  eternally  out  of  the  Father;  for 
that  mere  private  opinion  can  not  bear  Vincent  of  Lerins'  famous  test 
of  what  is  to  be  approved,  that  is,  that  it  must  have  been  held  **  Al- 
ways, every wliere,  and  by  all, '  *  for  the  view  of  St.  Ju§tin  the  Martyr 
and  of  St,  Theophilus  of  Antioch  that  God  the  Word,  co-eternal  with 
the  Father  and  consubstantial  with  Him,  was  not  bom  out  of  the 
Father  till  just  before  the  worlds  were  made  and  to  make  them,  is 
before  the  birth  of  Origen,  who  was  the  originator,  so  far  as  appears, 
of  the  Eternal- Birth  opinion.     If  it  be  said  that  after  Origen  the 
latter  opinion  prevailed  in  the  Alexandrian  School,  and  is  maintained 
by  the  celebrated  Athanasius ;  I  reply  that  as  even  the  Latin  Cardi« 
nal,  J,  H.  Newman,  admits  in  a  note  on  pages  416-423  of  the  Fifth 
Edition  (London,  A.  D.   1888)  of  his  Arians  of  the  Fourth  Century^ 
the  Non-Etemal-Birth  tenet  was   for  the  first  three  centuries  the 
more   common  and    more  widely  spread  view.     The  only   writer 
who  maintained  the  other  was  Origen  who  was  condemned  for  divers 
heresies  in  Anathema  XI.  of  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Council,  and  in  the 
Definition  of  the  Sixth.     Besides,  the  Non-Etemal  view  was  held, 
as  Newman  in  that  place  shows,  by  Tatian  in  his  Orthodox  time,, 
and  he  adds  by  Methodius  also.     All  those  were  of  the  East. 

Among  Westems  who  held  to  Non-Etemal  Birth,  Newman 
names  Hippolytus,  TertuUian,  Novatian,  Ladlantius,  Zeno,  and 
Victorinus,  and  most  of  them  are  proven  by  their  writings  to  have 
held  that  view. 

Moreover,  the  niere  fadt  that  Athanasius  held,  as  did  Origen,  the 
noted  Catechist  of  Alexandria,  his  teacher  to  some  extent,  to  Eternal 
Birth  against  the  do<5lrinc  of  St.  Justin  the  Martyr,  and  of  St. 
Theophilus  of  Antioch ,  which  was  approved  by  Nicaea,  is  of  very  little 
importance;  for  no  later  opinion  can  outweigh  or  equal  the  earlier 
one  held  in  the  Church  from  the  first  and  ratified  by  an  Ecumenical 
Council. 
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Furthermore,  great  as  Athaiiasius  undoubtedly  was,  and  greatly 
deserving  for  his  long  and  glorious  struggle  for  the  consubstantiality 
and  co-eternity  of  the  Logos  with  the  Father,  against  the  creature- 
serving  Arians,  nevertheless  he  was  not  God,  nor  infallible,  nor 
equal  in  authority  to  an  Ecumenical  Council;  and  no  man  asserts 
that  he  was.  Indeed  his  difference  from  Nicaea  was  not  limited  to 
the  dodlrine  of  Eternal  Birth:  for  in  se<5lion  71  of  his  Apology 
Against  the  Arians,  (page  loi  in  the  Oxford  English  translation 
of  S.  Athanasius'  Historical  Tracts,  he  impliedly  faults  the  First 
Ecumenical  Synod  for  its  adlion  in  admitting  Meletius  to  Commu- 
nion. 

And  in  another  place  he  expresses  the  absurd  notion  that  *  'Matty 
nun  have  become  pure  from  all  sin  /  *  see  Note  3,  page  294,  volume 
I.,  (New  York,  A.  D.  1867),  of  Smith' sHagenbach's History  0/ Doc- 
trines. Athanasius  refers  to  Jeremiah  and  John  the  Baptist.  I  once 
heard  a  Greek  Archbishop,  Alexander  Lycurgus,  refer  to  that  notion  as 
a  strange  error  of  Athanasius,  so  distinguished  in  other  things.  But 
no  man  is  perfect.     The  sun  has  its  spots. 

4.  A  word  or  two  as  so  monks  atid  nuns,  a  topic  now  somewhat 
agitated.  The  Church  of  England  in  all  ages  has  held  to  the  New 
Testament  teaching  that  the  virginal  state  is  the  higher.  That  is  in 
effect  in  its  Marriage  Service.  And  it  has  from  the  Reformation 
times  had  a  noble  band  of  the  choicest  single  clergy,  such  as  Ridley 
Latimer,  Hooper,  Sheldon,  George  Herbert,  Sancroft,  and  the  Six 
Bishops  who  were  sent  by  James  II.  to  the  Tower  for  Christ's  anti- 
image-worshipping  Gospel.  The  fellowships  in  the  English  Univer- 
sities founded  for  single  clergy  have  fostered  them  .ind  sound  learn- 
ing in  their  hands.  But  on  the  other  hand,  since  the  Oxford  move- 
ment was  started,  an  alarming  spread  of  error  among,  not  all  but 
some  of  them,  has  rendered  the  order  unpopular,  and  that  though  of 
the  three  creature-serving  leaders  of  the  movement,  Pusey,  Keble, 
and  Newman,  two  were  married,  and  remained  in  the  communion  of 
a  Reformed  Church  to  corrupt  it,  though  the  English  correspondent 
of  The  Churchman,  of  New  York,  in  the  issue  for  August  3,  1878, 
may  be  understood  to  imply  that  Keble  died  a  Romanist,  whereas 
Newman  left  it  honestly,  but  mistakenly,  and  refused  its  pay  when 
he  could  not  do  its  work.  And  some  have  gotten  the  idea,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  nearly  all  reforms  in  the  Church  have  been  led 


112  Chapter  IL 

by  monks,  that  if  a  cleric  is  single  he  is  more  favorable  to  Roman 
tyranny  than  those  who  are  married,  and  that  he  will  not  contend  so 
strongly  against  its  errors  as  they ;  whereas  all  history  shows  that 
the  Canonical  liberties  of  the  Greek  Church  have  been  preserved  by 
its  monastic  clergy,  not  by  its  married.  The  attempt  to  reform  it  in 
the  eighth  century  was  led  by  the  better  class  of  monks,  and  the 
married  clergy  made  little  or  no  sign,  but  always,  the  bulk  of  them 
seemingly,  went  with  whatever  party  came  into  power.  And  all  the 
Reformatory  sentiments  that  I  have  heard  from  the  Greek  Church 
clergy  of  our  time  have  been  from  the  higher  and  more  learned  class 
of  monks,  not  at  all  from  the  married  clergy  of  that  faith. 

There  the  single  clergy  have  ever  been  first  to  enter  the  conflict 
for  the  just  rights  of  their  Church  against  Roman  attempts  at  anti- 
canonical  tisurpation. 

The  English  monastics,  like  those  whom  I  have  mentioned,  have 
done  the  same  for  their  Church.  And  if  they  contend  not  for  pagan- 
ism, but  for  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils,  and  for  all  that  is  primitive 
in  dodlrine,  discipline,  rite  and  custom,  they  will  lead  its  phalanx,  as 
they  long  did.  All  the  Archbishops  of  Canterbury,  from  Parker  to 
Wake,  are  said  to  have  been  single.  But  to-day  many  of  the  single 
are  degenerate,  for  some  believe  in  an  alleged  Real  Presence  which  is 
against  the  Faith  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  and  worship  it  contrary 
to  their  own  rubric,  and  to  the  faith  of  the  Church  from  the  begin- 
ning; some  invoke  saints,  some  worship  altars,  some  worship  crosses 
or  other  material  things,  relatively  of  course,  but  they  are  so  igno- 
rant that  they  do  not  know  that  the  heathen-worship  of  images 
is  relative  only.  From  such  paganizers  all  sound  single  men  must 
depart  and  form  monasteries  by  themselves. 

The  great  bulk  of  the  degenerate,  creature-serving  clergy  are 
married,  not  single.  The  better  single  clergy  should  separate  their 
efforts  from  both  single  and  married  idolatrizers,  and  that  at  once,  as 
in  the  sixteenth  century,  and  fight  their  battle  on  the  basis  of  the 
primitive,  and  of  the  Ecumenical  Decisions.  This  will  fiimish  them 
definite  principles  and  a  definite  policy.  Their  opponents  have 
neither.  I  regret  to  learn  that  the  bulk  of  the  newly  organized 
orders  of  monks  and  nuns  in  the  Anglican  Communion  are  not  as 
true  to  the  good  things  in  their  Church,  as  the  Greek  monks  are 
to  the  good  things  in  theirs.     In   England,  in  1879,  I   heard   the 
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remark  made,  that  there  was  hardly  one  of  them,  or  none  of  them, 
where  the  Eucharist  is  not  worshipped,  though  a  rubric  in  their 
own  Eucharistic  Office  brands  it  as  ''Idolatry  to  be  abhorred  of  all 
faithful  Christians,'^  Such  houses  should  be  shut,  and  every  such 
idolatrous  monk  and  nun  who  will  not  reform  should  b^  expelled 
and  excommunicated.  If  they  are  allowed  to  bring  the  single  life  in 
the  English  Church  into  disrepute  and  disgrace,  they  will  ruin  their 
Communion.  Neither  the  Greek  Church  nor  the  Latin  Church 
prelates  would  permit  their  monks  or  nuns  to  be  such  traitors  to 
what  they  deem  the  doArines  of  their  Communions.  All  the  sound 
Anglican  monks  and  nuns  should  be  gathered  into  one  order,  and, 
in  accordance  with  Matt,  iv.,  lo,  should  promise  to  serve  God  alone, 
and  not  to  invoke  any  one  but  God,  and  not  to  profane  the  bread 
and  wine  of  the  Eucharist  by  worshipping  them,  nor  Christ's  Divin- 
ity or  humanity,  which  are  not  there,  though  His  grace  is. 

Furthermore,  the  monk  should  never  fall  into  the  Eustathian 
error  condemned  in  the  Canons  of  Gangra,  of  despising  any  of  those 
clerics  who  retains  the  sole  wife  which  he  had  before  ordination,  and 
lives  in  virtuous  wedlock  with  her.  For  the  single  clergy  and  the 
married  clergy  supplement  each  other.  j 

Monks  should  be  recognized  according  to  the  Ecumenical 
Canons,  and  the  Scriptural  teaching  that  the  Virginal  Life  if  spent 
in  work  for  Christ  is  ''better''  than  the  married  (I.  Cor.  vii.,  38), 
though  both  states  are  approved.  They  should  generally  be  chosen 
for  bishops  according  to  the  general  tenor  of  the  New  Testament 
and  the  pradlice  of  the  early  Church.  But  they  should  be  free, 
like  the  primitive  monks,  from  all  creature-invocation  and  from 
any  use  of  images  graven,  or  images  painted.  They  should  have 
the  same  spirit  against  the  use  even  of  such  things  in  churches  as 
had  the  glorious  and  holy  monk  of  blessed  memory,  St. 
Epiphanius,  Metropolitan  of  Cyprus,  and  friend  of  St.  Athanasius  and 
his  zealous  coadjutor  against  the  creature-ser\ace  of  Arianism,  and 
author  of  a  most  valuable  work  Against  Heresies^  who  tore  a  pidlured 
veil  in  the  Church  at  Anablatha,  in  his  horror  at  seeing  such  an 
unwonted  thing  in  God's  house,  and  told  them  to  bury  a  poor  man 
in  it,  and  gave  them  another  veil  in  its  stead.     (83).     No  man  is  a 

(83).     Tyler  on  Image  Worships  pages  163-167.    All  of  Tyler's  works  against 
creature-service  shooed  be  in  every  monk's  library. 
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true  Christian  monk  unless  he  keeps  clear  from  creatxire-worship, 
which  in  the  Scriptures  is  spoken  of  as  spiritual  whoredom,  and  from 
everything  like  the  use  of  pi<5lures  and  other  images  which  have  led 
to  it  and  destroyed  millions  of  poor  souls.  He  should  have  no  such 
thing  no&  any  cross  about  his  person.  He  should  make  his  own 
Canon  XXXVI.  of  Elvira,  (84),  A.  D.  305  or  309.  He  should  have 
Christ's  cross  and  its  do<5trine  in  his  mind  and  heart,  and  he  will  not 
need  the  material  cross.  With  the  Christian  champion  in  Sedlion 
XXIX.  of  Minucius  Felix's  Odavius,  he  should  say  ''Crosses,  more- 
over, we  neWier  worship  nor  wish  for. ' '  He  should  try  to  keep  the 
Church  in  that  spiritual  and  holy  state  in  which  it  was  in  the  third 
century,  when  a  heathen  could  ask,  **  Why  have  ye  no  altars,''  [they 
had  the  holy  table,  though,  after  Christ's  example],  ''no  temples,'' 
[the  Roman  civil  law  forbade  them]  '  'no  known  images  f ' '  (Se<5lion 
X.  of  the  Odavius).  He  will  remember  what  the  monk  Augustine, 
Bishop  of  Hippo,  said  in  his  grief  at  seeing  the  worship  of  pidlures 
by  many,  though  they  had  not  then  long  been  in  churches,  (See  his 
Morals  of  the  Catholic  Church,  book  i,  Chapter  xxxiv.,  page  47,  of 
the  English  translation  published  by  the  Clarks  of  Edinburgh),  and 
how  he  deemed  it  safest  not  to  use  them  at  all,  and  said,  "  It  is  wroiig 
to  place  likeness  to  God  in  temples,  "  (^On  Faith  and  the  Creed, 
Chapter  VII.) 

But  alas!  some  Anglican  monks  and  nuns  in  our  time  are  the 
curse  and  plague  of  their  own  Church,  by  introducing  into  it  and 
spreading  creature-invocation,  and  giving  relative  worship  to  mere 
things,  such  as  altars,  or  crosses,  or  images,  or  to  an  alleged  Real 
Presence  of  Christ's  Divinity  on  the  IrOrd's  table,  though  St.  Cyril 
of  Alexandria  teaches  against  Nestorius  that  It  is  not  there;  and  to 
His  human  flesh  there,  though  St.  Cyril  teaches  that  we  do  not  eat  a 
man's  flesh  there,  but  the  body  of  God  the  Word;  that  is  of  course 
His  figurative  body,  and  although  St.  Cyril  brands  an  assertion  of 
Nestorius  that  we  eat  flesh  as  resulting  in  cannibalism,  (<iv^/9oiwo^a7'ta, 
Sections  4  and  5  of  Cyril's  Book  IV.  of  his  Five-Book  Conttudidion  of 
tlie  Blasphemies  of  Nestorius). 

To  conclude,  (i)  the  monastic  life  in  the  Anglican  Church  should 
be  respecSled  and  honored,  but  only  if  free  from  all  tinge  of  the 
spiritual  whoredom  of  worshipping  creatures;  and  things  made,  such 

(84).     Tyler  on  Image  worship,  pages  151-153. 
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as  relics,  images  painted,  images  graven,  crosses,  altars,  Communion 
tables,  and  all  things  else.     God  alone  is  to  be  worshipped.     It  is 
his  prerogative.     We  are  anathematized  by  Anathema  IX.  of  the 
Fifth  Ecumenical    Synod,  if  we  bow  to  Christ  ''in''   His  ''Two 
Natures,'*     We  cannot  worship    his  humanity  by  itself.     So  St. 
Cyril,  of  Alexandria,  teaches  in  the  Eighth  of  his  XII.  Anathemas, 
which  were  approved  by  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council,  which  must 
therefore  be  received.     Before  every  other  dogma  comes  the  dogma 
that  er^ery  act  of  religious  service  is  prerogative  to  Gody   (Matt.  iv. , 
lo,  Mark,  xii.,  29-30).     The  monk  should  therefore  be  zealous  for 
that  as  the  first  thing,  the  first  duty  of  his  profession  for  which  he 
should  be  willing  to  give  his   life  blood,   as  three  noble  English 
monks  gave  their  life  blood  in  the  reign  of  the  idolater  Mary  the 
Bloody;  I  mean  Ridley,  Latimer  and  Hooper.     Be   like  Nicholas 
Ridley,  Bishop  of  London,  who  removed  idolatry  and  anti-primitive 
altars  from  churches,  and  put  the  holy  tables  in  them  as  they  were 
at  first,  rebuked  Mary  as  Elijah  rebuked  Ahab,  and  died  a  martyr 
for  the  truth  that  God  alone  is  to  be  worshipped.     He  was  pre- 
eminently the  scholar  of  the  Reformation,  so  that    the  creature- 
invoking  and  image- worshipping  Romanists  said,  "  The  Reformation 
leaneth  upon  Cranmer,  and   Cranmer  leaflet h  upon  Ridley.''     Be  a 
monk  like  Hugh  Latimer,  Bishop  of  Worcester,  who  opposed  the 
use  of  images  in  churches,  and  died   for  the  view  of  St.  Cyril  of 
Alexandria,  that  we  do  not  eat  Divinity  or  the  flesh  of  a  man  in  the 
Eucharist,  and  for  the  truth  that  God  alone  is  to  be  worshipped. 
Be  a  monk  like  John  Hooper,  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  who  held  to 
the  faith  to  the  last  that  all  religious  service  is  prerogative  to  God. 
Be  a  monk    like  Sancroft  and    the   Six    Bishops  who    withstood 
that  English  Jeroboam,  James  II.,  who  would  make  Israel  to  sin, 
went  to  the  Tower  for  their  faith,  and  saved  their  Church  and  people 
from  ruin. 

Be  an  anti-creature-serving  monk  like  Athanasius  and  Cyril, 
and  that  vast  army  of  early  monks,  who  maintained  the  faith 
against  the  creature-serving  Arius,  as  is  shown  by  Socrates  in  his 
Ecdetiastical  History,  Book  IV.,  Chapters  23  and  24;  and  Sozomen's 
Ecdesiastical  History,  Book  VI.,  Chapter  20. 

At  the  same  time  be  a  common  sense  man.  Have  a  zeal  accord- 
ing to  knowledge.     Do  not  imagine,  after  the  fashion  of  some  monks 
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of  other  Communions,  that  you  get  into  the  odor  of  sandlity  by  being 
dirty  and  smelling  so  foul  that  cleanly  people  justly  deem  you  a 
reproach  to  the  Christian  religion.  Some  monks  have  been  and 
some  still  are  lousy  and  nasty.  Avoid  such  delirious  trash.  Let 
your  dress  be  very  clean  and  simple,  and  of  plain,  coarse,  cheap, 
black  material,  but  let  it  be  coat,  tiousers,  vest,  etc.,  as  is  most  con- 
venient. I/Ct  your  underclothing  be  white  and  scrupulously  neat  and 
clean.  For  cleanliness  is  akin  to  godliness.  Keep  the  long  robes 
for  church,  processions,  and  schools.  Do  not  call  your  order  by  any 
Saint's  name.  The  Ecumenical  Canons  call  yon ''mo?iks'*  only,  as 
for  instance.  Canons  IV.,  VII.,  XVI.,  XVII.  and  XXIII.,  of  the 
Fourth  Ecumenical  Council.  The  Greeks  to-day,  as  of  yore,  use 
that  term  for  their  monks.  They  are  not  called  Basilians,  after  St. 
Basil  the  Great,  nor  Athanasians,  after  St.  Athanasius,  nor  by  any 
mere  man's  name.  Nor  were  any  Westerns  called  Benedidlines 
before  Benedi<5l  of  Nursia,  m  the  sixth  century.  Every  true  monk 
is  God's  monk,  not  a  man's.  For  he  dedicates  himself  to  God,  in 
accordance  with  Christ's  invitation  in  Matt,  xix.,  12.  Let  there  be 
but  one  order  among  us  as  among  the  Greeks  still. 

But  divide  that  order  into  different  branches  to  find  a  fit  place 
for  each  one's  talents,  as  is  done  in  at  least  one  of  the  Roman  orders 
to  some  extent:  that  is,  let  there  be,  i,  a  cierzcai branch; 

(a).  For  the  scholarly  clerics  to  devote  themselves  to  editing 
and  translating  the  best  texts  of  Scripture,  of  the  Ecumenical  and 
the  Local  Synods,  and  the  Fathers,  and  to  purging  them  from  the 
corruptions  of  creature-servers;  and  for  giving  all  the  various  read- 
ings of  different  texts  and  manuscripts  of  all  such  writings:  and  for 
the  writing  of  learned  and  of  popular  works  to  defend  all  primitive 
doArine,  discipline,  rite  and  custom,  and  the  Six  Synods; 

,  (b).  For  the  more  stirring  preachers  to  go  hither  and  thither  to 
preach  the  faith  in  school  houses,  the  open  air,  and  in  churches,  and 
wherever  a  door  is  open  to  win  men  from  sin  and  from  heresy,  and 
from  creature-service,  to  the  faith  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils, 
to  found  churches,  and  to  save  our  laud  from  error; 

(c).  For  parish  work  wherever  the  churches  are  without  vestries, 
and  without  lay  controllers,  and  under  the  control  of  the  monastic 
order,  subje<5l  to  the  bishop; 
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(d).  For  teaching  work  of  all  kinds. 

2.  Let  there  be  a  lay-monk  branch, 

(e).  For  teaching  work; 

(Q.  For  hospital  work; 

(g).  For  labor  in  the  field,  or  in  the  shop,  or  elsewhere,  to  assist 
in  the  support  of  the  whole  monastic  body,  clerical  and  lay; 

(h).  Some  monks  might  be  detailed  to  assist  in  the  different 
kinds  of  work  under  the  clergy;  I  mean  under  heads  *  *  a,  "  *  *  b, '  *  *  *  c  " 
and'M.  »• 

So  the  nuns  should  be  divided  into  heade  **  d,  *'  **  e  '*  and  *'  f, " 
according  as  their  tastes  and  capacities  lie. 

All  should  be  adlive,  after  the  example  of  Christ,  John,  Paul, 
and  the  other  monks  of  the  New  Testament.  Christ  prayed  His 
Father,  not  that  He  should  take  His  disciples  out  of  the  world,  but 
that  He  should  keep  them  from  evil,  (John  xvii.,  15).  And  the 
wisest  single  bishops  and  clerics  and  laics  have  ever  tried  to  re- 
member that,  and  not  to  waste  their  time  in  idleness  and  laziness. 
The  Massalians  were  idle  and  dirty  vagabonds,  who  are  condemned 
by  the  Third  Ecumenical  Synod,  as  well  as  by  St.  Epiphanius. 

Moreover,  let  monk-preachers  use  common  sense,  and  not  set 
fnanastic  ideals  of  life  before  married  people,  but  marriage  ideals,  such 
as  in  their  state  of  life  it  is  best  for  them  to  follow. 

Let  all  creature-serving  monks  and  nuns  be  at  once  expelled 
from  their  order,  and  if  they  refuse  to  reform,  let  them  be  excom- 
municated. 

And  to  that  end  let  the  bishop  examine  every  monk's  and  every 

nun*s  faith  and  pra(5lice,  once  every  three  months,  and  as  often  as  he 
will. 

Avoid  imitating  mediaeval  and  modem  Rome  and  her  customs. 
Follow  the  primitive  Church  and  the  Six  Councils  in  all  things;  and 
you  will  yet  save  the  Anglican  Communion,  as  men  of  your  order 
saved  it  at  the  Reformation,  when  they  purged  away  idolatry  and 
brought  the  blessing  instead  of  the  curse  on  the  English-speaking 
peoples,  and  so  made  less  than  five  millions  to  become  one  hundred 
and  twenty  millions;  and  a  realm  confined  to  the  British  Islands 
to  include  about  one-sixth  of  the  land  of  the  globe,  and  about  one- 
fifth  of  its  population. 


J18  Chapter  IL 

You  will  save  your  race  and  Church,  as  the  seven  bishops  who 
went  to  the  tower  in  A.  D.  1687,  saved  them;  and  your  order,  thus 
being  as  of  yore,  champions  for  Christ  against  all  creature- worship, 
will  be  blessed  of  God  and  man.  For  they  will  appreciate  you  at 
your  true  worth. 

In  Discipline  the  following  things  should  be  done  at  once  as 
fundamental : 

(a).  All  such  new-fangled  bodies  as  Conventions,  Diocesan  and 
General,  all  standing  committees,  all  vestries,  and  all  lay  control  of 
church  temporalities  should  be  at  once  abolished;  and  the  regular 
half-yearly  meetings  of  the  Synod  of  each  province  under  its  own 
Metropolitan  should  be  restored,  and  he  must  have  the  rights 
guaranteed  him  by  the  Ecumenical  Canons;  for  instance  by  Canons 
IV.,  V.  and  VI.  of  Nicaea,  and  Canon  XIX.  of  Chalcedon:  and  the 
bishop  must  have  full  control  of  the  temporalities  of  the  Church,  and 
manage  them  by  a  steward  chosen  out  of  his  own  clergy,  in  accord- 
ance with  Canon  XXVI.  of  Chalcedon,  and  Canons  XXIV.  and 
XXV.  of  Antioch,  which  have  been  made  Ecumenical  by  Canon  I. 
of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council.  A  comment  on  the  diflference 
between  episcopal  control  of  the  temporalities  and  non-episcopal,  is 
the  fa<5l  that  in  New  York  City,  for  instance,  nearly  every  Romish 
Church  has  a  parsonage  adjoining,  where  the  priest  may  be  readily 
found  for  all  the  functions  of  his  religion,  its  so-called  baptism,  its 
anointing  of  the  sick,  its  burials  of  the  dead,  its  Masses  for  the  dead, 
its  marriages,  etc.;  whereas  quite  often  in  the  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church,  it  puzzles  many  a  person  in  search  of  a  parish  clergyman 
to  christen  a  dying  child,  or  to  visit  the  sick,  etc.,  to  find  out  where 
he  lives.  Sometimes  he  lives  so  far  from  his  church  that  the  child 
dies  before  he  can  be  found.  Every  parish  clergyman  should  have  a 
parsonage  by  the  side  of  his  church;  or,  if  that  is  impossible,  then 
one  opposite  it,  or  very  close  to  it.  In  buying  sites  for  churches 
Rome  wisely  gets  enough  land  for  Church  and  parsonage,  or  priest's 
house,  at  once.  The  Anglican  bishop  and  the  steward  of  his  diocese 
should  do  the  same,  if  they  would  be  wise. 

No  bishop  should  permit  any  church  property  to  be  mortgaged, 
nor  should  he  be  permitted  to  alienate  a  cent  of  it  without  the 
consent  of  his  Metropolitan.  He  should  be  compelled  to  so  promise 
and  vow  at  his  ordination,  and  should  be  limited  to  use  so  much  of 
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it  only  as  is  necessary  for  a  seemly  and  fit  living.     If  he  be  married 

he  should  be  compelled  to  keep  his  own  private  property  separate 

fix>m  the  church's,  lest  his  heirs  claim  church  property  as  theirs, 

(Canon   XXIV.    of   Antioch;    Canon  Xly.  of   the    Apostles).      If 

single,  without  any  near  relative  dependent  upon  him,  he  should 

make  the  church  his  heir,  (See  Bingham,   Book  V.,  Chapter  IV., 
Se(5lion  9). 

In  case  of  resignation  for  due  cause,  a  pension  should  be  allowed 
them,  (Bingham,  Book  VI.,  Chapter  IV.,  Se<5lions  2  and  3). 

The  bishop,  having  the  whole  property  and  all  the  cures  of  his 
diocese  under  his  control,  is  bound  to  see  to  it  that  all  his  clergy 
who  are  sound  in  faith  and  holy  in  life,  shall  always  have  such 
clerical  work  as  they  can  do,  and  a  modest  support  through  their 
whole  lives,  as  in  the  ancient  Church.  But  to-day  in  the  Protestant 
Hpiscopal  Church,  to  the  burning  shame  of  its  uncanonical  lawyer- 
system,  there  are  hundreds  of  poor  clergy  without  place  or  support, 
who  live  as  best  they  may,  on  their  friends,  on  charity,  or  in  any 
way.  Some  of  them  are  better  fitted  to  preach  than  ever,  because 
they  are  more  experienced,  older  and  wiser,  but  their  gray  hair 
disqualifies  them  or  makes  against  them,  and  keeps  them  out  of 
cures  where  women  and  ignorant  and  worldly  and  unspiritual  vestries 
rule.     Rome  does  better  by  her  clerics,  for  she  promotes  them,  as  in 

any  well  organized  army,  as  they  acquire  age  and  experience  and 
wisdom. 

(b).  Every  bishop  should  have  the  power  which  is  given  him  in 

the  Canons,  of  placing  and   removing    his  clergy,  of  ruling,  and 

deposing  them,  and  of  promoting  them  according  to  their  merits, 

which  is  given  him  in  the  Ecumenical  Canons  everywhere.     He  can 

then  see  to  it  that  Canon  VI.  of  Chalcedon,  is  obeyed.     It  forbids 

ordinations  without  a  title;  and  a  title  means  a  place  which  a  cleric 

may  hold  not  merely  while  the  fancies  of  the  vestry  or  the  women 

of  the  parish  fevor  him,  but  for  his  whole  life,  or  till  the  bishop 

remove  him  and  give  him  another,  higher  or  lower,  according  to  his 

merits  or  demerits.     There  is  no  title,  in  the  full  sense,  in  any  diocese 

of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  in  the  United  States. 

And  a  thing  of  chief  importance  is  for  the  Bishop  to  examine, 
himself  in  person,  or  by  his  Vicar  General  or  Protosyncellus,  the 
faith  and  morals  of  all  his  clergy  every  year,  their  teachings  and 
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their  excellencies  and  their  defedls;  for,  as  matters  now  are,  when  a 
man  has  once  secured  presbyter's  orders  he  is  pradlically  independent 
of  his  Bishop,  and  may  be  creature-worshipping,  image- worshipping, 
or  infidelizing,  and  his  Bishop  cannot  stop  him,  though  he  be  wast- 
ing Christ's  vineyard,  and  corrupting  and  ruining  the  sheep  of  His 
pasture. 

The  Bishop  should  respe<5l  his  monks  and  nuns,  but  should 
make  half-yearly  examinations  of  their  faith  and  pradlice,  and  see  to 
it  that  no  idolatrizers,  creature-invokers,  infidelizers,  or  any  immoral 
person  be  permitted  among  them  to  the  detriment  of  himself,  herself, 
or  others,  and  to  the  disgrace  of  the  diocese  and  Church.  The 
monks  and  nuns  should  assist  him  in  such  matters  zealously  and 
wisely,  for  the  glory  of  Christ  and  his  Church,  and  for  the  good 
name  and  fame  of  their  own  order.  St.  Paul  would  not  pemjit  us  to 
keep  company,  nor  even  to  eat  with  an  idolater  or  a  fornicator,  even 
though  he  be  called  a  brother,  (I.  Cor.  v.,  lo,  ii). 

(c).  In  accordance  with  Canon  VI.  of  I.  Constantinople,  and 
Canon  XVII.  of  Chalcedon,  after  the  dodlrine  of  the  Six  Synods 
is  restored,  there  should  be  several  Patriarchates  in  the  United 
States,  where  there  is  enough  Anglican  population  to  warrant  it. 
Boston,  for  instance,  should  be  one  for  all  New  England;  New 
York  another,  with  perhaps  Albany  added,  to  agree  with  Canons 
XII.  and  XVII.  of  Chalcedon,  etc.  Now  there  are  not  more  than 
enough  for  one  or  two. 

In  England,  London  should  be  a  Patriarchal  See,  with  jurisdic- 
tion over  all  England.  Canterbury  should,  on  the  death  of  the 
present  incumbent,  be  sufiragan  to  it,  and  a  new  division  of  provinces 
should  be  made.  Glasgow,  in  Scotland,  should  be  the  seat  of  an 
autocephalous  Exarch  of  all  Scotland.  So  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
should  be  autocephalous  Exarch  of  all  Ireland.  These  matters  will 
help  discipline,  and  give  the  English-speaking  races  that  organiza- 
tion which  is  essential  to  their  due  influence  in  the  world.  It  is  a 
striking  proof  of  the  simplicity  of  the  English  in  their  ecclesiastical 
matters,  that  London,  far  the  largest  city  in  the  Christian  world, 
should  be  a  mere  bishopric,  and  suffragan  to  the  little  one-horse  town 
of  Canterbury,  which  is  so  insignificant  compared  with  some  other 
cities  of  England,  that  it  might  sometimes  be  difiicult  for  an  Oriental 
o  explain  just  where  it  is,  or  why  it  should  be  over  London. 
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Finally,  in  Discipline^  all  the  Ecumenical  Canons  should  be 
stridlly  observed,  and  the  Carthaginian  decisions  against  the  claim 
of  Rome  for  Appellate  Jurisdi<5tion  in  Africa,  should  be  adopted  by 
the  Bishops  of  the  Church  of  England,  for  England,  against  the 
claim  of  Rome  to  Appellate  Jurisdidlion  there,  and  by  every  other 
English-speaking  people  for  their  own  jurisdidlion  against  that  claim 
of  Rome. 

It  would  be  well,  also,  to  adopt  such  Canons  of  early  local 
Councils  as  agree  with  the  Six  Synods  and  are  needed  by  the 
Anglican  Communion,  such  for  instance,  as  Canon  XXXVI.  of 
Elvira,  against  the  use  of  pidlures  in  churches,  and  other  local 
Canons  against  other  abuses,  as  for  instance,  its  Canons  XXXIV. 
and  XXXV.;  and  Canon  II.  of  I.  Carthage,  against  the  worship  of 
relics;  and  Canon  XXIII.  of  III.  Carthage,  that  all  prayer  at  the 
altar  shall  be  addressed  to  the  Father;  and  many  or  most  of  the 
so-called  Apostolic  Canons. 

(b).  No  clergyman  should  be  allowed  to  belong  to  any  secret 
society,  nor  should  any  laic.  All  that  is  valuable  and  right  in  such 
societies  can  be  secured  by  insurance  and  mutual  benefit  societies 
within  the  pale  of  the*  Anglican  Communion.  Rome  wisely  forbids 
secret  societies  in  her  pale,  for  through  the  Confessional  she  knows 
how  little  they  care  for  any  church  authority  and  how  An ti- Christian 
some  of  them  are.  Freemasonry  in  parts  of  Europe  is  decidedly 
Anti-Christian.  Its  partisan  advocates  claim  for  it  a  fidlitious 
antiquity  greater  than  that  of  the  church,  though  it  is  perhaps  not 
much  more  than  two  hundred  years  old.  It  has  a  priesthood  out- 
side of  the  Orthodox  Church,  who  are  sometimes  laics,  or  Anti- 
Trinitarian  preachers,  who  sometimes  perform  their  rites  over  the 
grave  after  the  Episcopal  service  has  been  said  by  the  minister  in  the 
Church.  It  mingles  heretics,  schismatics  and  Jews,  and  infidels, 
with  the  Orthodox.  It  fellowships  those  excommunicated  by  the 
church,  and  buries  them  with  words  of  hope.  It  induces  many 
children  of  the  church  to  have  fellowship  with  unbelievers  and  to 
expend  money  and  time  and  effort  for  that  societ}^  which  should  be 
spent  in  the  Church,  where  Christ  commands  it  all  to  be  spent,  and 
where  alone  it  has  promise  of  heavenly  reward. 

The  Masocic  tie  interferes  even  in  the  eledlion  of  bishops.     I 
have  never  been  a  member  of  any  secret  society,  but  I  was  assured 
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by  a  Freemason  that  in  A.  D.  1859,  ^^  the  Convention  which  eledled 
Rev.  Dr.  W.  H.  Odenheimer,  Bishop  of  New  Jersey,  a  Freemason, 
over  Rev.  Dr.  Milo  Mahan,  a  non-Freemason,  and  a  much  more 
learned  man,  that  tie  was  appealed  to  in  favor  of  Dr.  Odenheimer, 
and  that  it  made  him  bishop. 

The  Freemason  who  told  me  was  a  clergyman,  and  was  dis- 
pleased that  the  appeal  had  been  made  in  that  case.  And  I  am 
informed  by  another  Freemason  that  it  sometimes  ele<5ls  bishops 
and  rectors.  ~  That  is  worse  than  the  Nepotism  of  the  Middle 
Ages.  It  interferes,  though  itself  outside  of  the  Church,  with  the 
Church.  How  can  any  conscientious  Christian;  much  more,  how 
can  any  conscientious  clergyman,  perfer  that  selfish,  non-Christian 
tie  to  the  eternal  and  supreme  bond  of  the  Church  ?  The  Church 
has  the  whole  domain  of  faith  and  morals  entrusted  to  her  by  Christ, 
and  may  justly  excommunicate  any  of  her  children  for  belonging  to 
such  secret  societies,  for  they  do  much  of  evil,  undermine  Church 
authority,  and  negative  its  excommunications.  And  all  the  good 
they  do  Christ's  law  commands  to  be  done  in  the  Church  which  it 
would  so  advance.  Selfishness  lies  at  the  basis  of  Freemasoniy  and 
similar  societies. 

3.  In  Christian  rites,  (a)  the  Trine  Immersion  should  be  re- 
stored in  baptism,  each  dip  completely  covering  the  whole  body  as  of 
yore:  See  ChrystaPs  History  of  Modes  of  Baptism^  page  285,  B. 

The  seventh  canon  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council  rejecSls 
the  Eunomian  change  of  the  trine  immersion  into  the  single  as  hi- 
valid.  The  change  is  witnessed  to  by  Theodoret  and  Sozomen  as 
quoted  in  Chrystal's  History  of  Modes,  pages  78,  79;  and  the  canon 
itself  as  quoted  in  id.,  pages  94,  95  and  96.  Bishop  Beveridge,  one 
of  the  most  learned  men  that  the  Church  of  England  has  produced, 
speaking  of  the  thrice  dipping,  writes: 

**  That  it  was  in  som£  way  handed  down  from  the  Apostles  ^  we  have 
not  dared  to  deny/ \Chrystal,  id.,  page  194.  In  Chapter  XI.  of  that 
work  will  be  found  a  number  of  the  most  learned  Anglican  theolo- 
gians who  have  testified  for  the  old  mode,  some  of  whom  have 
pleaded  for  its  restoration.  The  Church  of  England  retained  it  till 
towards  the  end  of  the  sixteenth  century,  or  till  some  time  in  the 
seventeenth.  As  to  the  Trine  Immersion  in  it,  see  Chapters  X.  and 
XI.  of  Chrystal's  History  of  Modes;  and  Bingham's  Antiquities  of  th 
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Christian  Church,  Book  XI.,  Chapter  XI.,  SeAions  6,  7,  8;  and 
Book  XIII. /Chapter  V.,  SeAion  7,  where  Theodoret  is  referred  to 
again  against  the  Bunomian  change  in  Mode. 

About  one-third  of  the  communicants  of  the  different  Protestant 
denominations  of  our  country  are  immersionists,  and  their  number 
is  constantly  increasing,  though  most  of  them  hold  to  the  terrible 
heresy  of  Antipaedobaptism;  and  it  is  absolutely  certain  that 
none  but  an  immersing  Church  will  ever  win  them  to  entire 
truth.  Yet  there  are  whole  dioceses  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal 
Church  in  our  land  where  there  is  not  one  of  its  churches  with  a 
font  or  baptismal  pool  large  enough  for  the  entire  immersion 
of  an  adult,  and  very  few  with  font  large  enough  for  the  total 
immersion  of  an  infant.  That  lack  is  the  more  noteworthy  and 
strange  when  we  recollect  that  the  Church  of  England  in  the  first 
Prayer  Book  of  Edward  VI.  ordered  the  priest  to  dip  thrice  every 
well  child,  and  its  present  Prayer  Book  orders  dipping  for  every 
well  child  and  **dip*'  comes  first  even  in  the  American  Episcopal 
Church  rubric  yet;  and  still  the  baptizer  in  the  Baptismal  Office 
prays  God, 

**San<5tify  this  water  to  the  mystical  washing  away  of  sin;  and 
grant  that  this  child  now  to  be  baptized  therein." 

And  still  in  the  Church  Catechism  we  read  the  following: 

^'Question — ^What  is  the  outward  visible  sign  or  form  in  Bap- 
tism? 

**  Answer— VJ2LX,tr\  wherein  the  person  is  baptized,  In  the  name 

of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  *  * 

Justin  the  Martyr  makes  the  rebirth  of  the  Christian  to  be  his 
coming  out  of  the  womb  of  the  water;  and  Tertullian,  Hippolytus,  and 
the  old  writer  under  the  name  of  Cyril  of  Jerusalem  agree  with  him 
(85),  as  do  the  ancients  generally,  and  as  does  the  English  Baptismal 
Office  still,  which  always  contemplates  dipping  as  the  common  cus- 
tom, as  it  was  when  it  was  made,  for  it  thanks  God  that  the  baptized 
child  is  regenerate,  that  is  reborn,  for  all  the  Reforming  Bishops,  so 
far  as  appears,  had  been  thrice  immersed  in  Baptism,  as  had  Edward 
VI.  and  Queen  Elizabeth;  for  it  was  the  common  mode  of  the  Church 
of  England  when  they  were  bom,  and  we  have  an  account  of  the 


(85).      Chrystar»  Hixtorv  of  the  Modes  of  Baptism,  pages  59,  60,  63,  70.  71. 
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baptism  of  some  of  them,  I  mean  of  Elizabeth  and  also  of  Edward. 
Abolish  the  dipping  and  you  have  no  symbol  of  rebirth  in  pouring 
or  sprinkling,  and  men  are  at  sea  on  that  matter. 

If  the  Anglican  Church  does  its  duty  in  the  matter  of  an  entire 
Restoration  of  the  Six  World-Councils,  and  all  primitive  dodlrine, 
discipline  rite  and  custom,  and  takes  every  wise  opportunity  to 
thoroughly  restore  the  successional  in  everything  primitive  where  it 
can,  it  will  soon  have  the  bulk  of  the  American  people.  But  if  its 
bishops  do  not  that,  it  will  be  what  it  now  is,  one  of  the  smallest 
religious  denominations  in  our  land,  and  in  time  some  other  religious 
organization,  true  to  the  Six  Synods  and  to  all  that  is  primitive,  will 
take  its  place,  as  the  Reformed  Church  took  the  place  of  the  Unre- 
formed  in  England  at  the  Reformation  in  the  sixteenth  century,  and 
as  the  Norman  Lanfranc  took  the  place  of  the  Saxon  Stigand  in  the 
eleventh,  and  as  the  Roman  Saxon  Church  took  the  place  of  the 
British  Church  in  the  seventh. 

(b).  The  Confirmation^  that  is  Chrisming  and  (c)  the  Eucharis- 
tizing  of  in/ants  should  be  restored  according  to  ancient  primitive 
pradlice.  Learned  Anglicians  have  favored  the  restoration  of  both. 
Bingham's  citations  show  the  primitiveness  of  them;  see  his  Antiqui- 
iies^  Book  XII.,  Chapter  I.,  Sedlions  i,  2,  3,  4, 5,  and 6;  and  Book  XV., 
Chapter  IV.,  Se<Slion  7,  and  the  reference  to  Cyril  of  Jerusalem's 
testimony  in  Book  XIII.,  Chapter  V.,  Sedlion  7,  of  Bingham. 

The  Anointings  and  post- Baptismal  Chrismings  should  be 
restored,  for  they  are  beautiful  and  primitive  symbols;  the  latter, 
the  anointing  to  be  priests  of  Christ  in  the  universal  priesthood  of 
believers,  is  in  accordance  with  the  doArine  in  I.  Peter  ii.,  5,  9;  and 
Rev.  i.,  6,  and,  some  think  it  may  be  referred  to  in  I.  John  ii.,  20. 

(d).  The  use  of  leavened  bread  07ily  in  the  Eucharist:  and  the 
use  of  wine,  mixed  with  water,  in  the  Eucharistic  Rite,  not  must, 
should  be  enforced  everywhere.  See  Bingham's  Antiquities^  Book 
XV.,  Chapter  II.,  Sedlions  5,  6,  7,  8,  and  9.  The  supposition  of  John 
Mason  Neal  on  page  1051,  of  the  General  Introduction  to  his  History  ' 
of  the  Holy  Eastern  Churchy  that  ''the  first  Eucharist  was  celebrated 
with  U7ileavened  bread,''  is  utterly  baseless,  for  different  Fathers 
agree  that  Christ  antedated  the  eating  of  the  Passover  on  that  night 
by  twenty-four  hours,  so  that  his  death  might  occur  at  the  very  time 
when  the  priests  in  the  temple  were  sacrificing  the  foretypes  of  Him 
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the  true  Passover-Lam6.  And  it  is  clear  that  the  priest  had  not  eaten 
it  on  the  night  when  Christ  did,  for  on  the  morning  following  we  read 
of  the  priests  and  people  who  went  to  Pilate  with  Christ,  that  **  They 
themselves  went  not  inta  the  judgment  hall,  lest  they  should  be  defiled, 
but  that  they  might  eat  the  Passover,''  John  XVIII.,  28.  But  on  the 
night  on  which  Christ  ate  the  Passover  leavened  bread  was  still 
used.  Joseph  Samuel  C.  F.  Frey,  in  his  Essays  on  the  Passover, 
London,  A.  D.  1837,  pages  26-34,  shows  the  truth  on  such  matters. 
He  had  been  a  Jew.  Neale  could  bring  forward  no  fadl  capable 
of  proving  that  any  of  the  primitive  Western  Christians  used  un- 
leavened wafers  in  the  Lord's  Supper,  and  he  shows  that  learned 
Westerns  denied  that  they  did.  And  in  the  context  he  admits  that 
the  Greeks  ^^ always  used  leavened  bread,  and  leavened  bread  only,'' 
{History  of  Ec^tem  Church,  Gen,  Introd,,  page  1057.) 

Moreover,  the  term  ^pro^,  used  in  the  New  Testament  for  the 
bread  of  the  Eucharist  is  the  ordinary  term  for  leavened  bread.  It 
is  never  there  termed  &Zofia^  that  is  unleavened  wafers. 

(e).  The  Holy  Table  should  always  be  in  the  chancel,  with  a 
place  behind  it  for  the  bishop's  throne,  and  for  the  crow7i  of  presbyters 
(corona  presbyterorum)  on  his  right  and  left. 

No  altar  should  be  permitted  anywhere.  That  has  been  done 
in  the  later  Latin  Church,  but  Bingham  shows  that  the  table  was 
anciently  used  East  and  West.  See  his  Antiquities,  Book  VIII., 
Chapter  VI.,  Sections  11  and  15. 

(f).  The  Restoration,  where  it  is  possible,  of  the  Public  Confes- 
sion of  Sins  on  graver  matters  before  the  whole  Congregation,  accord- 
ing to  the  Ecumenical  Canons,  such  for  instance,  as  Canons  XI., 
XII.,  XIII.  and  XIV.  of  Nicaea,  etc.;  and  where  it  can  not  well  be, 
the  guarding  and  dire<5ling  all  private  Confessions  by  the  bishop,  so 
that  it  may  be  freed  from  the  usurpations  and  misdiredlings  of 
unlearned  and  creature-ser\'ing  men,  who,  without  any  faculties 
thereto,  take  the  oflSce  of  Confessors  upon  themselves,  and  use  it  to 
teach  silly  women  the  sins  of  worshipping  saints,  and  altars,  and  the 
Nestorian  error  of  worshipping  the  Eucharist,  and  whatsoever  other 
Ecumenically  condemned  error  they  please,  contrary  to  the  mind  of 
the  sound  bishop,  who,  according  to  the  Canons,  and  the  faith  and 
pradtice  of  the  Church  from  the  beginning,  and  the  New  Testament 
itself,  is  the  sole  repository  and  exerciser  for  his  diocese  of  the  power 
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of  binding  and  loosing;  so  that  always,  even  to  this  day,  in  the 
Greek  Church  and  in  the  Latin,  the  Confessor  must  be  delegated  to 
that  fun(5tion,  and  duly  licensed  thereto  by  his  Bishop. 

I  am  informed  that  the  learned  Bishop  Whittingham,  of  Mary- 
land, was  unable  to  control  some  of  his  young  and  Romanizing 
clergy  who  heard  confessions,  but,  notwithstanding  his  wishes,  they 
dire<Sled  women  in  ways  towards  error.  They  should  have  been 
made  to  obey  at  once,  or  been  deposed.  One  of  them  at  last  went  to 
Rome,  and  led  some  female  members  of  his  flock  with  him  to  it. 

(g).  All  candidates  for  Holy  Orders  should  be  either  celibates, 
or  men  who  have  been  married  no  more  than  once,  and  all  marriages 
after  ordination  to  the  diaconate  should  be  followed  by  deposition, 
according  to  the  Ecumenical  Canons.  Compare  the  matter  as  to 
Paphnutius  at  Nicaea,  and  its  decision,  and  Canon  XIV.  of  Chalce- 
don,  which  evidently  implies  that  no  deacon,  presbyter  or  bishop 
may  marry  after  ordination;  Canons  I.  and  II.,  of  Neocaesarea,  and 
Canon  X.  of  Ancyra,  both  of  which  are  made  Ecumenical  by  Canon 
I.  of  Chalcedon.  Compare  also  the  Apostolic  Canons  XVII., 
XVIII.,  XIX.  and  XXVI.,  which  are  worthy  of  a  place  in  the  Ecu- 
menical Code.  For  strictness  in  such  matters  is  necessary  to  the 
preservation  of  unquestioned  orders;  besides  they  express  what  has 
been  the  custom  of  the  Church,  seemingly,  from  the  beginning. 

(h).  Marriage  should  be  in  strict  accordance  with  the  New 
Testament  and  with  Christian  Law  from  the  beginning. 

The  English  Church  Marriage  Service  should  be  used  in  the 
American  Prayer  Book  instead  of  the  mutilated  form  now  in  its 
place,  for  much  of  the  omitted  matter  is  dogmatically  and  praAically 
very  important  as  an  aid  to  soundness  in  faith,  and  morality  in  life; 
and  in  the  latter  respeA  particularly  as  a  warning  against  those  sins 
of  prevention  of  conception,  abortion,  etc.,  which  are  depleting  the 
American  population  and  filling  their  places  with  the  ofispring  of 
foreigners,  whose  women  are  moral  enough  not  to  commit  the  crimes 
of  Sodom  and  Gomorrah,  but  bear  children. 

(i).  The  bishops  should  ensure  the  observance  of  the  Scriptural 
and  primitive  prohibition  of  any  divorce  at  all  for  a  woman;  and  of  any 
divorce  for  a  man,  except  for  the  cause  laid  down  by  Christ,  that  is 
for  the  adultery  of  the  wife;  and  the  prohibition  of  all  marriage  with- 
in those  degrees  within  which  the  Church  has  always,  from  the  first. 
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forbidden  it;  and  the  enforcement  of  Church  Law  on  that  matter  by 
suspension  whenever  necessary,  and  by  excommunication  at  the  last, 
as  Paul  enforced  it  on  the  incestuous  Corinthian;  whatever  be  the 
Anti-New  Testament  and  wicked  State  Law  on  that  subjeA. 

(j).  The  custom  mentioned  in  James  v.,  13,  14  and  15,  of  send- 
ing for  the  elders  of  the  Church  and  of  their  praying  over,  not 
merely  the  sick-a-bed,  as  in  the  Latin  Church,  but  also  over  tJu 
merely  weak  as  in  the  Greek  a7td  the  anointing  them  with  olive-oil  in 
the  name  of  the  Lord  for  health  and  for  the  remission  of  sins  ^  should  be 
restored.  As  it'  is  now,  an  Anglican  clergyman  can  do  little  more 
to  help  the  sick  and  dyiug  than  a  piou6  layman  or  a  pious  lay  woman. 
The  Greeks  call  it  Ebxi^awv^  that  is  Prayer-Oil,  and  give  it  whenever 
it  is  desired  to  the  merely  infirm,  and  do  not  always  postpone  it  till 
danger  of  death  comes.  The  Greek  custom  is  nearer  St.  James* 
direcStions  in  the  passage  above.  It  should  not  be  called  Extreme 
Unction^  that  is,  the  last  Anointing,  for  it  often  is  not  the  last,  nor 
does  St.  James  make  it  always  the  last.  All  persons  should  leave 
the  infirm  or  sick  person  with  the  anointing  presbyters,  and  there 
should  be,  wherever  it  can  be,  two  or  three  at  the  least,  for  St.  James 
uses  the  plural  ''elders,'"  (James  v.,  14).  The  confession  and  the 
prayer  mentioned  in  the  immediate  context  in  St.  James,  v.,  16,  17 
and  18,  could  well  be  joined  with  the  rite. 

(k).  So  Christian  burial  should  be  given  to  Christians  only, 
that  is,  to  the  baptized,  chrismed  and  Eucharistized  ;  for  how  can  I 
speak  peace  where  God  has  spoken  none  ? 

(i).  The  ancient  commemoration  of  all  the  faithful  departed 
common  to  the  whole  church  from  the  beginning,  should  be  restored 
with  the  prayers,  and  thanksgiving  for  Gods  mercies  to  them.  So 
especially  should  be  commemorated  the  blessed  Reformers  and  Re- 
storers of  true  religion  in  all  ages,  including  Ridley,  Latimer  and 
Hooper,  Hezekiah,  Josiah,  Edward  VI.,  Elizabeth,  and  all  who  have 
fallen  on  field  or  flood  for  the  fundamental  truth  that  all  invocation 
and  all  other  acts  of  religious  service  are  prerogative  to  God  alone. 
That  pra<5tice  has  a  powerful  influence,  as  among  the  Jews,  the 
Greeks,  and  the  Latins,  to  attach  men  to  their  ancestral  faith.  The 
church  that  negledls  it  is  not  wise.  But  we  must  steer  clear  of  the 
Roman  do<5trine  of  Purgatory. 

As  the  Universal  Church  has  never  defined  as  to  wh^t  a  Sacra- 
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ment  is,  nor  as  to  the  number  of  Sacraments,  it  is  well  not  to  do  so 
till  she  does.  The  Greeks  do  not  use  the  word  Sacrament  at  all,  but 
Mystery. 

SECTION  8. 
AMONG  THE  LUTHERANS. 

4 

REFERENCES. 

1.  Carpzovii,  Isagoge  in  Libros  Ecclesiaruni   Lutheranonim 
SymbolicoSy  Lipsiae,  1665;  1675. 

2.  TiTTMANN,   Libri  Sytnbolici  Ecciesiae  Evangelicae,   Editio 
Seamda^  A.  D.  1827. 

3.  Sylloge  Cojifessmiuni  sub  temptcs  refonnandae  Ecciesiae  edi- 
tamrn,  Oxonii,  A.  D,  1827. 

4.  Dr.  E.  Koli,ner,  Symbolik,  Hamburg,  A.  D.  1837.     This 
contains  the  literature  on  this  subject. 

5.  ScHAFP's  Creeds  of  Christendom,  fourth  edition,  A.  D.  1890, 
Harper's,  New  York. 

DIVISION    I. 

ECUMENICAL  SYMBOLS. 

I. 
THE  SYMBOL  OF  THE   318   HOLY   FATHERS  OF  NICAEA. 

I  am  not  aware,  that  the  formularies  of  the  lyUtherans  mention 
this  Creed,  nor  am  I  aware  that  they  use  it. 

2. 

THE  SYMBOL  OF  THE    150  OF  I.    CONSTANTINOPLE. 

The  Formula  of  Co7icord  receives  this  (86).     It  has  the  Western 

(86. )  Formula  Concordiae  ad  init. :  Et  quia  statixn  post  apostolorum  tempora,^ 
imo  etiam  cum  adhuc  superstites  essent,  falsi  do<5lores  et  haeretici  exorti  sunt, 
contra  quos  in  primitiva  Hcclesia  Symbol  a  sunt  composita,  id  est,  breves  et 
categoricae  confessiones,  quae  uuanimem  Catholicae  Christianae  fidei  Consensum 
et  Confession  em  Ortliodoxorum  et  verae  Ecciesiae  compledlebantur,  (ut  sunt 
Symbolum  Apostolicum,  Nicenum,  et  Athanasianum),  profitemnr  pablice,  nos 
ilia  ampledli,  et  rejicimus  omnes  Haereses,  omniaque  dogmata,  quae  contra 
illorum  sententiam  unquam  in  Ecclesiam  Dei  sunt  inve<5la. 

Farther  on,  in  the  Formula  Concordiae  we  read:  Et  quia  jam  olim  sincera 
Christ!  dodlrina,  in  genuino  et  sano  sensu,  ex  sacris  Uteris  colle<5la,  et  in 
articulos  sen  capita  brevissima  contra  Haereticorum  comiptelas  digesta  est, 
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additions  of  the  Roman  Church  version,  and  like  it,  has  ^^ex  Maria 
Viigine."  instead  oi^'et  Maria  Virgine/'  in  Article  III.,  (87). 

DIVISION  II. 

U>CAI«  CREEDS. 
I. 
THE  ROMAN  OR  WESTERN. 

The  Formula  of  Concord  receives  this  (88),  in  the  eighth  century, 
that  is  in  the  present  form.     (89). 

2. 

THE  ATHANASIAN. 

The  Formula  of  Concord  receives  this.     (90). 

Dr.  Schaff,  note  i,  page  180,  volume  3,  of  his  Creeds  of  Christen- 
dom^ states  that  "  the  Apostles^  the  Nicene^  and  the  Athanasian  Creeds 
*  *  *  are  incorporated  in  the  Lutheran  ^^^>&^C(Wwwrf."  That 
book  on  the  same  page  speaks  of  them  as  ^^  the  three  approved 
Symbols." 

DIVISION  III. 

THE  SIX    ECUMENICAI,  SYNODS,   AND  THEIR  ENACTMENTS  IN  DOC- 
TRINE,  AND  DISCIPLINE,   AND  RITE. 

I  have  not  met  with  any  proof  that  the  Lutheran  S3rmbolical 
books  recognize  these,  (91). 

They  do,  however,  recognize  faith  in  the  Ecumenical  S3rmbol 
of  the  150.  But  I  am  not  aware  that  they  receive  the  Bcumenical 
Norms  of  Definition  on  it,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  they  recognize 

ampledtimur  etiam  tria,  ilia  tria  Catholica,  et  generalia  summae  audloritatis 
Sjnnbola:  Apostolicum  videlicet,  Nicaenum  et  Athanasii.  Haec  enim  agnos- 
cimus  esse  breves  quidem,  sed  easdem  maxime  pias,  atque  in  verbo  Dei  solide 
fnndatas,  praeclaras  confessiones  fidei,  quibus  omnes  Haereses,  quae  iis  tempori« 
Imt  Ecclesias  Christi  perturbanmt,  perspicue  et  solide  refutantur. 

These  passages  are  in  Tittmann's  Libri  Symbolici,  pages  439,  487. 

(87).  See  Tittmann's  Libri  Symbolici,  as  in  last  note,  and  id.,  pages  5,  4. 

(88).  Id.,  as  in  note  86  above. 

{89).  Id.,  p.  3. 

(90).  Id.,  as  in  note  86.    See  the  Creed  itself,  id.,  pages  4-6. 

(91).    As  to  Luther's  own  opinions  on  Councils,  see  Carpzov.,  Isagoig^tm 
Lihros  Symdolicos,  p.  776,  and  under  Concilia  in  the  index  to  that  work. 
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the  binding  authority  of  the  Ecumenical  Canons.  Certainly  much 
of  their  discipline  is  not  based  on  obedience  to  them.  And  as  to  the 
dodlrines  of  the  Symbol  of  the  150  and  the  utterances  of  the  Formula 
of  Concord,  many  of  them  in  the  Old  World  and  in  this  deny  some, 
or  most  of  them.  Still  others  maintain  them  all,  with  the  exception 
of  Article  IX.,  which  they  could  not  receive  in  the  full  sense  without 
receiving  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods.  As  things  are  at  present 
among  the  lyUtherans,  docflrine,  discipline  and  rite  are  too  much  at 
loose  ends.  Or  J^r  and  system  are  sadly  needed.  Let  us  hope  that 
as  that  largest  ox  Protestant  Communions  has  gotten  rid  of  so  much 
that  is  idolatrous  and  Romish,  and  has  restored  so  much  that  is 
primitive  and  Ecumenical,  it  may  complete  the  work  of  the  entire 
Restoration  of  the  do<5lrine,  discipline  and  rite  of  the  Six  Ecumeni- 
cal Councils,  and  that  before  long;  aye,  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
Swedish  part  of  it  has  at  least  a  nominal  Archbishop  and  Bishops, 
and  so  has  the  Finnish  branch,  and  so  both  have  more  or  less  of  the 
provincial  system  of  the  Ecumenical  Canons  still. 

Though  I  have  not  met  with  any  definite  statement  in  the 
Lutheran  Formularies  that  they  receive  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils, 
nevertheless  they  declare  for  much  of  their  doArine  ;  for  instance. 
Article  I.  of  the  Augsburgh  Confession,  condemns  the  Arians, 
Eunomians,  and  Samosatenes ;  Article  II.  condemns  the  Pelagians ; 
Article  III.  condemns  Nestorian  and  Eutychian  errors:  and  the 
Formula  of  Concord,  Article  VIII.,  On  the  Person  of  Christ,  Affirma- 
tive^ SeAion  VII.,  condemns  Nestorian  error,  and  adlually  calls  the 
Virgin  Mary,  ^'Mother  of  God,''  {Mater  Dei),  instead  of  confining 
itself  to  the  more  accurate  church  term,  approved  in  the  Third 
Ecumenical  Council,  Deipara,  that  is  ''  Bringer  Forth  of  Gody  So 
in  Se<5lion  XII.  there,  page  153,  volume  3,  in  SchafiPs  Creeds,  etc,y 
it  condemns  Nestorius  and  Eutyches,  but  falls  into  the  heresy, 
forbidden  by  the  Third  Synod,  of  the  Communication  of  the  Properties 
of  Christ's  Two  Natures.  That  Formula  of  Concord  also  condemns 
the  Anabaptistic  renewal  of  the  Apollinarian  error,  that  God  the 
Word  did  not  take  flesh  and  blood  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  and  that 
infants  may  be  saved  without  baptism,  (Schaff,  Id.^  page  174),  and 
the  Monophysite  error  renewed  by  the  Schwenkfeldians,  that  Christ's 

human  nature  has  been  changed  into  Divinity  (id.,  page  177).     So 
:the  errors  of  the  Arians  and  other  Anti-Trinitarians,  are  condemned 
.  or.  pages  178-179,  in  the  same  Formula.     , 
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SECTION  9. 
AMONG  THK  REFORMED. 
REFERENCES. 

1.  Jo.  Christ.  Guil.  Augusti,  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolic^ 
orum  qui  in  Ecclesia  Reformatorum  auctoriiatem  publicam  obiinuerunt* 
£lberfeldi,  A.  D.  1827. 

2.  Butler*S  Confessions  of  Faith;  London,  1816. 

SYNOPSIS. 

SECTION   I. 

THE  ECUMENICAI,  SYMBOLS. 

I.  < 

THE  SYMBOL  OF  THE  318  HOLY  FATHERS  IN  NICAEA. 

This  is  probably  not  in  use  among  any  of  the  Reformed.  The 
term  Nicaean  used  in  the  formularies  mentioned  below,  probably  re- 
fers in  every  instance,  or  in  nearly  every  instance,  not  to  that,  but 
to  its  Constantinopolitan  expansion. 

2. 

THE  SYMBOL  OF  THE  I50  HOLY   FATHERS  OF  CONSTANTINOPLE. 

1.  The  signers  of  the  French  Confession  ''approve''  ''the 
Nicaean  *  *  Symbol,  as  *  *  /«  agreemejit  with  the  written  word  of  God,  * ' 

2.  The  signers  of  the  Belgic,  or  Holland  Confession  "gladly  re- 
ceive the  Nicaean''  Symbol, 

3.  The  signers  of  the  Bohemian  appeal  to  **  the  agrectnait  of  the 
Nicaean  Synod,"  on  the  subject  of  the  Trinity,  as  openly  testifying 
••the  Catholic  faith  "  on  that  subject. 

4.  The  Agreement  of  Sendomir  affirms  that  "respecting  God 
and  the  Holy  Trinity,  the  incaniation  of  the  Son  of  God,  justification, 
and  the  chief  heads  of  the  Christian  faith,"  the  Bohemian  Confes- 
sion of  the  Waldenses  contains  nothing  *  *  *  which  is  not  in 
accordance  with  Orthodox  truth  and  with  the  pure  Word  of  God. 
And  it  is  on  the  Trinity  that  the  Bohemian  confession  gpeaks  of  '  *  the 
agreement  of  the  Nicaean  Synod, ' ' 

5.  The  Margrave,   John  Sigismund,   Elector  of  Brandenburg, 
"  confesses  from  his  heart    ^     ^     *    the  Nicaean  "  Symbol  as  among; 
•*/fe  Christian  atid  Universal  chief  Symbols," 
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6.  The  signers  of  the  I^eipzig  Colloquy  **  confessed  with  mouth 
and  heart    *     *    *    the  Nicaean'' Symhol. 

The  signers  of  the  Declaration  of  Thorn  '' profess  that' ^  they 
^^  embrace  as  a  sure  and  undoubted  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures  the 
Nicaean  and  the  Constantinopolitan  Symbol^  in  the  very  same  words  in 
which  it  is  set  forth  in  the  third  session  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  as  that 
starting  point  in  which  all  who  prof  ess  Christ's  faith,  necessarily  agree, 
and  as  the  firm  and  only  foundation,  against  which  the  gates  of  the 
infernal  regions  sheUl  never  prevail,  *  * 

DIVISION  II. 

LOCAL  SYMBOLS. 

« 

I. 
THE  WESTERN  OR    ROMAN. 

This  is, 

1.  ^/>/r(W^rf  by  the  French  Confession; 

2.  Gladly  received  by  the  Belgic  or  Holland; 

3.  Taught  by  the  Bohemian;  which  is  received, 

4.  By  the  Agreement  of  Sendomir,  and  professed  and  adhered  to 
by  the  Declaration  of  Thorn; 

5.  Confessed  by  the  Margrave's  ^^from  his  heart;'' 

6.  **  Confessed  with  mouth  and  heart"  in  the  I^pzig  Colloquy; 

7.  Received  by  the  Declaration  of  Thorn  as  containing  **  What 
is  to  be  believed,"  and  is  at  the  end  of  the  Shorter  Catechism  [in 
the  Westminister  Confession  of  Faith,  as]  in  th^  ^^  Confession  0/ 
Faith"  of  ^^the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  United  States  of  Amer- 


ica," 


THE  ATHANASIAN. 

This  is, 

1.  Approved  by  the  French  Confession  as  being  **i«  agreement 
with  the  written  word  of  God;" 

2.  Gladly  received  by  the  Belgic  or  Holland  Confession;  and 

3.  Appealed  to  by  the  Bohemian  Confession  as  openly  testifying 
'*  the  Catholic  faith  "  on  the  Trinity,  which  those  who  hold  to  that 
Confession  ** teach"    Moreover,  , 
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4.  The  Consent  of  Sendomir  approves  this  Bohemian  Confes- 

aon  on  the  ground  that  it  ''admits  nothing  respecting  God  and  the 

Holy  Trinify^  the  incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God,  justification,  and 

the  chief  heads  of  the  Christian  faith,  which  is  not  in  accordance 

with  Orthodo;c  truth  and  with  the  pure  Word  of  God/ '     The  Athan- 

asian  Creed  may  thus  be  said  to  be  received  by  the  Consent  of  Sen- 
domir. 

5.  The  Margrave  ^^ confesses''  the  Athanasian  S3rmbol  ''/rotm 
his  heart:' 

6.  TheLripzig  Colloquy  ^^  confessed  with  mouth  and  heart  *  *  * 
the  Athanasian"  Symbol. 

7.  The  Declaration  of  Thorn  acknowledges  that  with  **  the  Con* 
stanHnopolUan  Symbol,"  ^^ agrees  the  Symbol  which  is  called  the 
Athanasian;"  audit  embraces  '*asa  sure  and  undoubted  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Scriptures  the  Nicaean  and  the  Constantinoplitan  Symbol,  in 
the  very  same  words  in  which  it  is  set  forth  in  the  third  session  of 
the  Council  of  Trent"  [therefore  with  the  words  "and  the  Son,*  ^ 
and  the  other  local  innovations  of  the  West]  **  as  that  starting  point 
in  which  aU  who  profess  Christ*  s  faith  necessarily  agree,  and  as  thefimt 
and  only  foundation  against  which  the  gates  of  the  infernal  regions 
shall  never  prevail,"  This  will  serve  to  show  how  highly  it  esteems 
the  doctrine  of  the  Athanasian. 

One  can  see  at  the  same  time  the  lack  of  full  information  among 

those  writers  of  some  things  that  we  know  better  now,  and  especially 

as  to  what  form  of  the  two  Bcumenical  Creeds  should  be  held  to, 

and  that  the  Athanasian  is  a  mere  local  Creed.     Certainly  every 

Protestant  Christian,  that  is,  every  anti-idolatrous  Christian,  should 

prefer  the  form  of  the  Ecumenical  Creeds  used  in  the  Fourth  and  the 

other  two  Ecumenical  Synods  after  it,  to  the  altered  form  used  at 
Trent. 

fitXpLER  quotations  from  certain  confessions  op  the  reformed,  or 

of  parts  of  the  reformed.  on  the  two  ecumenicai«  creeds,  that 

18  on  the  8ymboi«  of  the  first  ecumenicai«  councii*.  and  on 

that  of  the  second :  and  on  two  i,ocai.  creeds.  that 

a,  on  the  western  creed.  which  is  common- 

i.y  caixed  the  ap08ti.es'.  and  on  the 

so-cali«ed  athanasian. 

The  quotations  on  the  Apostles*  and  the  Athanasian  are  of  littie 
bearing  or  importance  on  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils,  but  we 
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retain  them  for  the  sake  of  fuller  informatiDn  on  the  topic  of  local 
Creeds,  and  to  show  how  the  Reformers  of  the  sixteenth  century  and 
some  later  men  regarded  them,  in  an  age,  when,  as  yet,  many  or 
most  in  the  Occident  had  not  learned  to  distinguish  between  what  is 
merely  Western  and  of  merely  local  authority,  and  what  is  Ecumeni- 
cal, and  of  universal  authority  and  obligation ;  and  so  we  shall  find 
them  jumbled  together  often  in  their  Credal  or  Confessional  Utter- 
ances. 

References,  same  as  tmder  the  Lutherans. 

I. 

THE  FRENCH   CONFESSION. 

The  Confession  of  faith  of  the  French  Churches  exhibited  to  King 
Charles  IX,,  in  the  year  1^61,  (92)  has  the  following  : 

Y  *  sjc  sjc  < « \Yg  approve  the  three  symbols,  namely,  the  Apostolic, 
the  Nicaean,  and  the  Athanasian,  because  they  are  in  agreement  with 
the  written  word  of  God, 

VI.  **The  Holy  Scripture  teaches  us  that  in  that  single  and  un- 
compounded  divine  essence  exist  three  Persons,  the  Father,  the  Son, 
and  the  Holy  Ghost.  The  Father  is  the  Cause,  the  First  in  Order, 
and  the  Originator  of  all  things ;  but  the  Son  is  His  Wisdom  and 
Eternal  Word ;  the  Holy  Ghost  is  His  Virtue,  Power,  and  Efficiency. 
The  Son  is  eternally  begotten  out  of  the  Father.  The  Holy  Ghost 
proceeds  eternally  out  of  the  Father  and  the  Son.  Tbese  three  Per- 
sons are  not  confounded,  but  distinct ;  not  separated,  but  co-existent, 
co-eternal,  and  co-equal,  Deuter,  iv.,  12;  Matt,  xxviii.,  19;  I.  John 
v.,  7;  Johni.,  I,  and  xvii.,  5,  10.  Finally,  on  this  mystery  we  ap- 
prove what  these  four  old  Councils  determined,  and  we  detest  all  the 
se(5ls  condemned  out  of  the  Word  of  God  by  those  ancient  holy  doc- 
tors, as,  for  instance,  by  Athanasius,  Hiljuy,  Cyril,  Ambrose  and  by 
the  rest.**     (93). 

(92).    Sec  Augusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicarum,  p.  no. 

(93).  Augusti  Corpus  Librorum  SymbolUorum,  p.  112:  after  proclaiming 
Scripture  to  be  the  sole  rule  by  which  everything  should  be  tested,  this  French 
confession  continues:  v.  *  *  *  Quamobrem  etiam  tria  ii,]:«a  Symboia,  nbbcpb 
Apostolicum,  Nicabnum,  bt  Athanasianum  idcirco  approbamus,  quod 

SINT  II«I«A  VBRBO  DBI  SCRIPTO  CONSBNTANBA. 
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The  work  entitled  Corpus  et  Syntagma  Confessionum  Fideiy  pub- 
lished A.  D.  1 612  (94),  thus  speaks  of  this  document : 

*•  In  the  year  J  559,  in  most  difficult  times,  it  was  established  in 
a  National  Synod  at  Paris.  And,  in  the  Colloquy  of  Poissy  (CoUc- 
quium  Possiacum),  held  in  the  year  1561,  Theodore  Beza,  in  the 
name  of  the  Churches  of  France,  oflfered  it  to  King  Charles  IX.  It 
was  confirmed  in  a  National  Synod,  at  Rochelle  (Rupella),  in  the 
year  1571,  when  it  was  publicly  read  through  in  that  illustrous  as- 
.sembly.  For  there,  to  three  copies  transcribed  for  her  on  parchment, 
subscribed  with  their  own  hands,  the  most  serene  Queen  of  Navarre, 
<  Johanna)  (95)  ;  her  most  serene  son,  Henry  the  Fourth  and  Great, 
afterwards  King  of  France  and  Navarre,  who  is  most  worthy  of  happy 
and  perpetual  memory :  also  the  most  illustrious  Prince  of  Conde, 
^wbose  name  was  also  Henry  ;  by  the  most  illustrious  Count  of 
Nassau  (Nassovia)  ;  Gaspar  Coligny  of  Chdtillon  (Gaspar  Colinius 
Castitionius),  Admiral  of  France ;  and  in  the  name  of  the  French 
Churches,  the  Pastors  and  elders,  who  had  been  sent  to  that  National 
•Synod  from  all  the  provinces  of  France.  How  great  an  assembly  was 
that  I  How  ornate  was  it  in  memorable  piety,  and  in  all  most  splen- 
•did  gifts,  and  how  excellent  in  every  kind  of  virtue.  One  of  those 
autograph  manuscripts,  elegantly  written  on  parchment,  which  the 
same  most  serene  and  illustrious  persons,  etc.,  subscribed,  with  their 
own  hands,  was  sent  by  them  to  Geneva  to  be  preserved,  and  it  is 
kept  in  the  archives  of  that  dty .  It  was  published  in  Latin  in  the 
year  1566,  and  in  the  year  1581,  (96). 

VL  "  Haec  sancta  Scriptura  nos  docet,  in  ilia  singulari  et  simplici  essentia 
divina  snbaiatere  tres  personas,  Patrem,  Pilinm  et  Spiritum  Sandlum.  Patrem 
Tidelicet  prlmam  ordine  causam  et  originem  rerum  omnium :  Filium  autem 
•^us  aapientiam  et  verbum  aetemom:  Spiritum  Sanctum  ejusdem  virtntem, 
potentiam  et  efficaciam ;  Filium  ab  aetemo  ex  Patre  genitum.  Spiritum  Sanc- 
tum ab  aetemo  ex  Patre  et  Filio  procedentem :  quae  tres  personae  non  sint  con- 
fbsae,  sed  distinctae,  nee  tamen  seperatae,  sed  coessentiales,  coaetemae,  et  co- 
aeqnalea;  Deuter.  iv.,  12 ;  Matth.  xxviiL,  19 ;  L  Joan  v.,  7  ;  Joan  i.,  i,  et  xvii., 
^  la  Denique  in  hoc  MYSTsiao  approbamus,  quod  vbtbra  illa  quatuor 
CONCIUA  DBTBRMiNARimT ;  et  omnes  Sectas  a  vetustis  iUis  Sanctis  doctoribua, 
^velnti  Athanasio,  Hilario,  C3rrillo,  Ambrosio,  et  ceteris,  ex  Dei  verbo  damnatus, 

(94).    Augnsti  Corpus  Lihrorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  611. 
(95).    The  mother  of  Henry  IV.,  the  pious  Jeanne  d'  Albret 
(96)    Angnsti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorutn,  p.  629. 
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2. 

THE  BELGIC,   THAT  IS,   HOI«I«AND  CONFESSION. 

**  The  Christian  and  Orthodox  Confession  of  the  Belgic  Churches^ 
embracing  the  same  doctrine  concerning  God  and  the  eternal  salvation 
of  souls,  as  it  was  recognized  and  approved  in  the  Synod  of  Dort^ 
(Synodo  Dordrechtana/*)  (97). 

This  sets  forth  the  following : 

**This  dodbine  of  the  Trinity  has  always  been  asserted  and 
preserved  in  the  true  Church,  from  the  age  of  the  Apostles  to  this  very 
day,  ag^nst  Jews,  Mohammedans,  and  certain  false  Christians  and 
heretics,  as,  for  instance,  Mardon,  Manes,  Praxeas,  Sabellius,  the 
Samosatene,  Arius,  and  others  like  them,  who  have  been  condemned 
lawfully  and  deservedly  by  Orthodox  Fathers.  Therefore  in  this 
business  we  gladly  receive  the  three  Symbols,  namely  that  of  the 
Apostles,  the  Nicsean,  and  that  of  Athanasius,  and  in  like  manner 
those  things  which  have  been  established  by  the  old  Fathers,  in 
accordance  with  the  sentiment  of  those  Symbols,"  (98). 

This  confession  is  thus  described  in  Augusti : 

**  At  first  the  manuscript  was  a  private  one,  and  was  composed 
in  the  French  tongue  by  some  Belgic  Pastors,  among  whom  Guido  de 
Bres  and  Adrian  Saravia  (99)  held  the  first  place.  It  was  then  trans- 
lated into  Dutch  and  I<atin,  and  confirmed  in  various  Synods  in  the 
years  1571,  1576,  1579  and  1581.    The  additions  and  the  changes 

(97).  See  Augusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  170. 

(98).  Id.,  p.  175.  Atque  haec  sandUe  Trinitatls  dodbrina,  jam  inde  ab- 
apostolorum  aetate,  in  hunc  usque  diem,  in  vera  ecdeaia  semper  asserta  et 
conservata  fuit,  adversus  Judaeos,  Mahumetanoa,  atque  quosdam  Psendo- 
Christianos  Haereticosque,  utpote  Marcionem,  Manetem,  Fraxeam,  Sabellium, 
Samosetanum,  Arium  et  similes  alios,  qui  jure  meritoque,  ab  Orthodoxis  Patribus 
condemnati  fuerunt  Idcirco  in  hoc  negotio  lubenter  xecipimus  tria  ilia  Symbola: 
Apostolorum  scilicet,  Nicaenum,  et  Athanasii,  similiterque  ea  quae  a  yetcribii8> 
patribus  juzta  illorum  Symbolorum  sententiam  statnta  sunt 

(99)    Augusti   Corpus  Librorum    Symbolicprum^  p.  653.     This    Adrian. 
Saravia  I  take  it  to  be  the  Adrian  Saravia  who  was  the  celebrated  friend  of 
Hooker.    He  held  the  dodbine  of  Apostolical  succession  exclusively  in  bishops, 
from  the  year  1564,  when  he  lived  at  Ghent    This  was  only  three  years  after 
the  date  of  this  Confession.    He  went  over  to  the  Bnglish  Church  thereafter^ 
See  concerning  him  the  index  under  "  Saravia  "  in  Bleble's  Hooker. 
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which  this  Confession  underwent  up  to  the  year  1618  are  most  accu- 
rately indicated  and  determined  by  Pestus  Hommius  in  the  book 
entitled :  Specimen  Controversiarum  Belgicarum^  S.  Con/essio  Ecdes, 
Reform,  in  Belgio;  in  usum  futurae  Synodi  Nationalise  Lugd.  Bat., 
1618.  4.  At  length,  after  it  had  been  revised  and  read  again,  it  was 
ratified  by  a  Synod  in  1619.  See  the  Acta  Synod.  Dordrac.^  P.  I., 
pag.  350  seqq.  Benthemii  HoU.  Kirchen.  und  Schulen-Staat,  Th. 
!•»  c.  5.  Jacob  Revius  translated  it  into  Greek  in  1623  and  1653," 
(100). 

3 

THE  BOHEMIAN  CONFESSION. 

''  Sum  and  grounds  of  the  faith  and  dogmas  which  are  taught  in 
our  Churdies  on  Justification  throughout  the  Kingdom  of  Bohemia 
and  the  Margravate  of  Moravia^  and  elsewhere^  also  by  the  Elders 
of  our  Profession^  endowed  in  all  things  with  the  same  mind.  It 
was  first  offered  and  exhibited  sincerely  and  frankly  to  His  Royal 
Majesty e  and  then  to  all  pious  and  candid  readers ^'^  {^01.) 

ARTICLE  II. 
ON  THE  CATECHISM. 

"Hence  they  [that  is,  those  who  hold  to  this  Confession]  teach 
the  Catechism,  that  is,  this  Catholic  and  Orthodox  dodlrine  of  the 
Fathers;  which  is  the  Decalogue  of  God's  Commandments,  and  the 
Apostolic  Faith,  digested  into  twelve  articles,  and  handed  down  in  a 
Symbol,  through  the  Nicaean  Synod,  and  so  elsewhere  confirmed  and 
set  forth. 

ARTICLE  III. 
CONCERNING  FAITH   IN  THE  HOLY  TRINITY. 

"Besides  they  teach  in  their  faith,  that  God  is  revealed  in 
the  Scriptures  as  one  in  the  substance  of  his  Divinity,  but  as  trine 

(100).    Ibid. 

(xoi).  See  Angnsti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum^  p.  275.  The  King 
liere  referred  to  wu  Ferdinand  of  Austria.  This  is  clear  from  the  date.  For  on 
this  page,  375,  notc^  Angnsti  remarks :  Titulus  Generalis  in  syntagmate  est  r 
'Xonfesaio  fidei  ac  religionis  Baronnm  ac  Nobilium  Regni  Bohemiae,  Serenis- 
suno  ac  InTi^Bssimo  Romanomm,  Bohemiae,  etc.  Regi,  Viennae  Austriae^  snb. 
A.  D.  ZSSS  Oblata.  Bz  editione  A.  1558.  4." 
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in  Persons,  that  is,  the  Father,  the  Son,  and  the  Holy  Ghost.  In 
regard  to  the  Persons  they  hold  to  a  distinction  between  them,  but 
in  regard  to  existence  and  substance  they  hold  that  they  are  coequal 
and  that  there  is  no  distinction  to  be  made  between  them.  And  that 
this  is  the  Catholic  faith^  the  agreement  of  the  Nicaean  Synod^  and 
of  others  with  it,  their  decrees,  and  their  san<5lions,  and  the  Confes- 
sion or  Symbol  of  Athanasius  do  openly  testify;**  (102).  On  this 
Confession  Aug^sti  remarks : 

**The  lovers  of  evangelical  truth,  who,  after  the  slaughter  of  the 
Hussites,  survived  in  Bohemia  and  Moravia,  were  called  Bohemian 
Brethren  and  Moravians.  The  terms  Waldenses  and  Picards  were 
applied  to  them,  because  many  of  those  who,  from  old  times,  had 
lived  in  Bohemia,  embraced  the  cause  of  the  Hussites.  But,  as 
Comenius  in  hisHistor.  Fratr.  Bohem,,  1702,  §  50,  51,  testifies,  they 
prefer  to  call  themselves  Unity  of  the  Brethren  (Unitas  Fratrum), 
that  is.  Brethren  of  Unity.  These,  therefore  put  forth  the  first  Con- 
fession of  their  faith  in  the  year  1504,  which,  however,  had  been  pre- 
ceded by  others,  but  different  ones,  from  Flacius  and  Lydius,  under 
the  name  of  Waldenses.  They  exhibited  to  King  Ladislaus  what  is 
read  in  Lydii  Waldens.  5.  ii.,  p.  i,  seqq.,  and  it  was  followed  by  new 
editions  and  apologies  in  the  year  1507,  1508  and  1524.  In  the  year 
1532  they  sent  a  new  Confession  to  George,  Margrave  of  Brandenburg, 
who  handed  it  over  to  Luther  to  publish  it.  That  edition  bears  the 
title :  Rechenschafi  des  Glaubens^  der  Diensi  und  Ceremonien  der 
Bruder  in  Boehmen  und  Mahren^  welche  von  etlichen  Pikarden^  und 
vonetlichen  Waldensergenanniwerden^Wittenh,^  1532.  Three  years 
after,  the  same  person  edited  a  New  Confession  of  the  Brethren, 
which,  in  the  year  1535,  they  had  offiered  to  King  Ferdinand,  and 

(102).  See  August!  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  277-279: 

ARTICI.K  n.  De  Catechismo.  Hinc  Catechismum  docent,  hoc  est,  Catholi- 
cam  hanc  et  Orthodoxam  patrum  dodlrinam :  quae  Decalogus  est  mandatomm 
Dei,  et  fides  Apostolica^  in  duodecim  articulos  digesta,  et  tradita  in  Symbolo  per 
Nicaenam  Synodum,  atque  adeo  alias  confirmata  et  exposita.    *    *    *    * 

ARTICI.K  IIL  Defide  Sanctae  THnitatis.  Praeterea  fide  nosd  Denm  Scrip- 
tnris  docent,  unum  in  substantia  divinitads,  trinum  antem  in  personis,  Patrem, 
Filinm,  et  Spiritum  Sandlum.  £x  parte  quidem  personarum  habere  discrimen, 
ez  parte  vero  essentiae  ac  substantiae  coaequalitatem  et  indistindlionem.  Id 
autem  fides  Catholica  et  Nicaenae  Synodi,  alianunque  cum  hac  idem  consensus, 
decreta  et  sandUones^  Athanasii  Confessio^  sen  Symbolum,  aperte  testantnr. 
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l)esides,  he  decked  it  out  with  many  remarks  in  a  Preface.  In  these 
remarks  he  had  the  consent  of  Melancthon,  Bucer,  Calvin,  and 
others. 

After  new  harassings  and  persecutions,  which  the  brethren  suf- 
fered in  Bohemia  in  1547  and  1548,  many  migrated  into  Poland  and 
Prussia,  where,  on  account  of  the  remarkable  moral  discipline  in 
which  they  excelled,  they  secured  the  applause  of  all,  and  especially 
of  the  Magnates  and  Nobles,  and  they  lived  in  peace  and  concord  with 
the  I^utherans  and  the  Reformed.  The  reason  why  the  brethren  de- 
sired to  be  joined  in  a  closer  bond  with  them ' '  [the  Lutherans  and  the 
Reformed]  "was  not  only  the  Roman  Catholics,  whose  torch  and 
trumpet  for  a  long  time  was  Hosius,  the  Cardinal,  but  more  especial- 
ly the  Sodnians,  that  is,  the  Unitarians,  who  at  that  time  had  crept 
in  among  them  under  the  name  of  Polish  Brethren.  The  Lutherans, 
therefore,  the  Reformed,  and  the  Bohemian  Brethren,  that  is,  the 
Waldenses,  when  about  to  make  common  cause  in  a  triple  compact 
against  a  common  enemy,  entered  into  an  ecclesiastical  union  in  a 
general  Synod  at  Sendomir  in  1570,  and  put  forth  that  Agreement 
OP  Sendomir,  which  we  have  given,  P.  I.  But  in  this  Agreement 
our  Confession  is  publicly  recognized  as  a  genuine  declaration  of 
evangelical  dodhine,  and  as,  in  a  certain  sense,  to  be  deemed  equal 
to  the  Augsburg  Confession,"  (103). 


THE  AGREEMENT  OP  SENDOMIR. 

The  mutual  agreement  on  points  of  the  Chfistian  religion  between 
the  Churches  of  Greater  and  Lesser  Poland^  of  Lithuania^  and  Samo 
.  giHa^  whitk  Churches  according  to  the  Augustan  [that  is,  the  Augs- 
buigb]  Confession,  according  to  that  of  the  Waldensian  Brethren,  as 
they  are  called,  and,  according  to  the  Helvetic  Confession,  seemed  in  cer- 
tain respects  to  differ  from  each  other.  This  agreement  was  made 
Aiml  14,  in  the  year  1570,  in  the  Sendomir  Synod. 

This  Agreement  approves  the  Bohemian,  that  is,  Waldensian 
Confession  from  which  we  have  just  quoted.  It  affirms  that  it  admits 
nothing  respecting  God  and  the  Holy  Trinity,  the  incarnation  of  the 
Son  of  God,  justification,  and  the  chief  heads  of  the  Christisn  faith, 

(103).  See  Angiisti  Corpus  Librorum  SymhoHcorum,  p.  637-639. 
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which  is  not  in  accordance  with  Orthodox  truth  and  with  the  pure 
Word  of  God,  (104). 

5. 

THB  MARGRAVS  CONFESSION,  OR  CONFESSION  OF  JOHN  SIGISMUND, 

BI^CTOR  OF    BRANDENBURG.    (105). 

**  At  the  beginning,  and  for  the  first,  his  Electoral  Grace,  con- 
fesses from  his  heart  the  true  infallible  and  alone-saving  Word  of 
God,  as  the  same  is  comprised  in  the  Scriptures  of  the  Holy  Prophets 
and  Apostles  in  the  Holy  Bible  *  *  *  in  the  next  place  [he 
confesses]  the  Christian  and  universal  chief  Symbols,  as  the  Apostolic, 
the  Athanasian,  the  Nicaean,  the  Kphesian,  and  Chalcedonian  ;  and 
that  in  them  the  articles  of  the  Christian  faith  are  briefly  and  plainly 
handled,  and  sufficiently  proved  and  maintained  out  of  Scripture 
against  old  and  new  heresies,  (io6). 

(104).  August!  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorutn^  p.  254,  255:  Visum  est 
iisdem  ecdesiis  Jblonicis  Re/ortnatis  et  Orthodoxis,  quae  in  quibusdam  capiti- 
bus  et  formulis  do^rinae  (hostibus  veritatis  et  Evangelii)  minime  consentire 
videbantur,  pads  et  concordiae  studio,  Synodum  convocare,  ac  consensionem. 
mutuam  testarL  Q^iarehabitacollatione  arnica  et  Christiana,  sic  jundUs  com* 
positisque  animis  consenserunt  in  haec  capita. 

PHmum.  Quemadmodum  et  nos,  qui  in  praesenti  Synodo  nostram  conffes- 
sionem  edidimus,  et  fratres  nunquam  credidimus  eos,  qui  Augustanam  Can/es-- 
sionem  ampledhintur,  aliter  quam  pie  et  orthodoze  sensisse  de  Deo,  et  sacra 
Trinitate,  atque  incamatione  Filii  Dei,  et  justificatione,  aliisque  praecipuis  cap- 
itibus  fidei  nostrae:  ita  etiam  ii,  qui  Augustanam  Confessionem  professi  sunt 
candide  et  sincere,  se  vidssim  tam  de  nostrarum  ecclesiarum,  quam  de  frat- 
rum,  quoB  vocant  IValdenses^  confessione  de  Deo,  et  Sacra  Triade,  incamatione 
Filii  Dei,  justificatione,  et  aliia  primariis  capitibus  fidei  Christiance,  nihil  agnos- 
cere,  quod  ait  absonum  ab  orthodoxa  veritate,  et  puro  verbo  DeL  C£  Augusti  id., 
P-  ^391  where  speaking  of  this  Consensum-Sendomiriensem,  he  remarks :  In 
hoc  autem  Confessio  nostro  [That  is  the  Bohemian  Confession  quoted  by  us 
above]  tanquam  genuina  dodbrinae  evangelicae  dedaratio  et  Augustanae  Confea- 
sioni  quodammodo  aequiparanda  publice  agnosdtur. 

(105).    See  Augusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbiicorum,  p.  369. 

(106).  Id.,  p.  371.  Anfanglich  nnd  furs  erste,  bekennen  sich  Se.  Chnr£  Gn» 
Yon  Herzen  zu  dem  wahren  unfehlbaren  und  allein  seligmachendem  Wort 
Gottes,  wie  dasselbige  in  den  Schriften  der  heiligen  Propheten  und  apostol,  in 
der  heiligen  Bibel  verfasset  *  *  *  hemach  auch  zu  den  Christlichen  nnd 
allgemdnen  Hauptsymbolis,  als  dem  apostolischen,  Athanasianischen,  Kicen* 
ischen,  Ephesinischen,  nnd  Chalcedonischen,  darinnen  die  artikel  christlichen 
Glaubens,  kurz  und  rund  begrifien,  und  wider  alte  und  neue  Ketzereien  ana  der 
Schrift  genugsam  bewahret  und  behauptet  sind. 
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On  this  Confession  Aug^sti  remarks : 

"'When  John  Sigismund,  Elector  of  Brandenburg,  in  the  year 
1613,  went  over  to  the  side  of  the  Reformed,  in  a  Confession  put  forth 
in  his  own  name  in  the  year  1613  and  1614  (of  which  Pelargus,  a 
theologian,  of  Frankfort,  is  held  to  have  been  the  author),  he  set 
forth  a  new  form  of  do<5lrine,  and  proposed  it  to  his  subjects,  not  as  a 
norm,  but  as  an  example.  But  afterwards,  the  Margrave's  Confes- 
sion, Confessio  Marchica,  (for  so  they  were  accustomed  to  call  it) 
was  prescribed  by  public  authority,  together  with  the  Leipzig  CoUu- 
quy  in  the  year  1631,  and  the  Declaration  of  Thorn  in  the  year  1645, 
as  a  book  by  which  all  the  teachers  of  the  Reformed  Church  in  the 
territories  of  Brandenburg  and  Prussia  were  to  be  bound,  and  this 
obligation  continued  until  the  year  1817.  Compare  the  book  en« 
titled :  Der  Chur  Brandenburg  Reformations^  Werk:  die  drey  confes- 
stones  oder  Glaubensbekenntnisse^  welche  in  den  chutfuertL  Branden- 
burg, die  Religion  betreffenden  Edictis  zu  beolnichten  befohlen  worden  ; 
Coeln  an  der  Spree,  1695,  4.  From  this  authentic  book  flowed  all 
the  remaining  editions,  even  that  which  is  read  in  the  appendix  of 
D.  H.  Hering*s  historische  Nachricht  von  dem  ersten  Anfange  der 
'evang.  reform.  Kirche  in  Brandenburg  und  Preussen,  Halle,  1778,  8; 
^and  which  is  repeated  in  other  works. 

"  Inasmuch  as  the  Margrave's  Confession  and  the  Leipzig  Colloquy 
are  written  in  German,  and  inasmuch  as  no  Latin  version  which  can 
be  maintained  to  be  authentic,  is  known  to  us,  we  have  deemed  it 
our  office  to  exhibit  no  other  text  than  that  which  is  genuine  and 
original,  as  it  is  extant  in  Mylii  Corp.  Constitut.  Marchicar.,  t.  i." 

6. 

THE  LEIPZIG  COLLOQUY  IN  THE  YEAR    1 63 1. 

"  The  Reformed  and  Lutheran  Theologians  who  were  there  present 
Hnranged  a  settlement  as  to  how  far  they  agree  and  how  far  they  do  not,  * ' 

•  (107). 

**  In  conclusion  they  held  that  there  is  no  better  means  for  agree- 
ment on  this  point  than  that  in  those  high  mysteries  they  should 
abide  by  those   modes    of   speech    alone,   which    are    expressly 

•employed    in    Holy    Scriptures     in    the     most    ancient    ecu- 

(107).  See  August!  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  386. 
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MBNiCAi^  COUNCIL,  and  in  the  Augsburgh  Confession,  as  they 
then,  for  their  part,  would  bind  themselves  to  no  other  expressions. 
This  last  the  Saxon  Electorate  have  left  to  be  arranged  on  future  and 
£airther  conference,  and  on  more  investigation  ;  and  so  much  of  the 
third  article  was  left,  to  which  the  theologians  on  both  sides  adhere 
so  far  as  this,  namely,  that  they  from  their  hearts  condemned  and 
rejected  all  the  errors  of  the  old  and  new  Arians,  Nestorians, 
Kutychians,  Monothelites,  Marcionites,  Photinians  and  whatever 
names  they  might  still  bear,  and  on  the  other  hand  confessed 
with  mouth  and  heart  the  Apostolic,  Nicaean  and  Athanasian 
Symbols,"  (io8). 

On  this  August!  remarks: 

**  At  length,  in  the  time  of  a  most  deadly  war,  Jo.  George  I., 
Ele<5lor  of  Saxony,  George  William,  Elecftor  of  Brandenburg,  and 
William,  Prince  of  Hesse,  and  Landgrave,  thought  of  restoring  peace 
and  concord  to  the  Evangelical  Church.  In  a  meeting  held  at  Leip- 
zig in  the  year  1631,  they  commanded  Theologians  seledted  from  both 
parties  to  hold  a  Colloquy  on  controverted  articles,  and  to  state  in  a 
public  Declaration  in  what  respe<5ls  they  could  agree.  This  was 
done  in  our  document,  which  was  written  in  the  vernacular  tongue, 
in  order  that  it  might  be  of  use  to  all,  and  it  was  subscribed  with  the 
names  of  those  who  took  part  in  the  Colloquy,  and  was  published  in 
the  same  year.  If  thou  glancest  at  the  effect  of  this  Colloquy,  thou 
shouldst  grieve  that  it  has  been  almost  nothing,  for  it  is  evident,  that 
a  little  after  it,  new  dissensions  and  increased  hatreds  burst  forth, 
but  the  value  of  this  peace-favoring  and  love-producing  writing  is 
not  lessened   by  that   result.      And  the  judgment  which   Henke 

(108).  Id.,  p.  399:  Schliesslich  halten  sie  es  dafiir,  das  kein  besser  Mittel 
zax  Vergleichung  in  diesem  Punkt  sey,  als,  das  man  in  diesem  hohen  Geheim- 
niss  bey  denen  Redensarten  allein,  welche  in  der  heiligen  Schrift,  in  den  nralten 
allgemeinen  conciliis,  und  in  der  augsburgischen  confession  ausdriicklich  ge- 
braucht  worden,  verbleibe,  wie  sie  denn  ihres  theils  zu  keinen  andem  Reden 
sich  verbinden  wollen.  Welches  letzere  die  Chur-Sachsische  auf  Kttnftige  fer- 
nere  Unterrednng  und  mehrere  Ausf iihrung  haben  gestellet  seyn  lassen.  Und 
so  viel  vom  dritten  Artikel;  bey  welchem  beiderseits  Theologi  angehanget,  dass 
sie  von  Herzen  verdammten  und  verwiirfen  alle  Irrthiimer  der  alten  und  nenen 
Axianer,  Nestorianer,  Eutychianer,  Monotheliten,  Marcioniten,  Photinianer, 
und  wie  sie  immsr  Namen  haben  mochten  dargegen  sich  zum  Apostolischen^ 
Nicenischen,  Athanasischen  Symbolen  mit  Mund  und  Herzen  bekennen  ♦hfttHT. 
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(Gesch.  der  Chr.  Kirche,  Th.  III.  p.  309)  has  given  concerning  it  is 
very  true,  (109).  * 

DECLARATION  OF  THORN. 

*"A  General  Prof ession  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Reformed  Churches  in 
the  Kingdom  of  Poland^  in  the  Grand  Dukedom  of  Lithuania^  and  in 
the  Provinces  adjoining  the  Kingdom^  exhibited  on  the  first  day  of  Sep- 
tember^ in  the  meeting  which  was  held  at    Thorn  for  the  purpose  of 
maturing  a  settlement  of  controversies, ''   (no). 

After  a  profession  of  faith  in  ''the  Holy  Canonical  Scriptures  of 
the  Old  and  the  New  Testament,'^  as  being  ''alone,  the  rule  of  faith 
and  worship,''  (in),  this  Declaration  goes  on : 

*  'And  a  sort  of  compend  of  these  Scriptures,  so  far  as  what  is  to  be 
believed  is  concerned,  is  contained  in  the  Apostolic  Symbol,  in  which 
we  were  baptized;  so  far  as  what  is  to  be  done  is  concerned,  in  the 
Decalogue,  the  sum  of  which  consists  in  love  to  God  and  to  one's 
neighbor;  so  far  as  what  is  to  be  sought  after  and  hoped  for,  in  the 
Lord's  Prayer.  All  of  which  things  are  confirmed  by  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  both  in  the  institution  of  baptism,  as  the  sacrament  of  initia- 
tion or  regeneration,  and  in  the  Holy  Eucharist  as  the  sacrament  of 
our  spiritual  nutrition. 

Under  these  heads,  therefore,  we  deem  the  sum  of  saving  do<5lrine 

to  exist;  for  the  propagation  and  preservation  of  which  do<5lrine  in 

the  Church  our  Lord  established  the  holy  Ministry  for  preaching  the 

Gospelandfor  administering  the  Sacraments,  and  armed  them  with 

the  spiritual  power  of  the  keys  against  unbelievers  »nd  the  diso- 
bedient. 


(109).  Aiigv^ti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  641,  642.  On  pajje  642, 
in  a  note  to  the  last  sentence  above,  he  adds  the  passage  from  Henke  t«  which 
he  refers:  "  Appcnenda  censemus  ejus  verba,  quae  etiam  nostris  diebus  di^ 
snnto:  Noch  nie  war  init  solcher  Klugheit  und  Mafsigung,  noch  nie  mit  so 
gnnstigem  S^JiHn'i  des  gewisserten  Erfolgs,  die  aussohnung  beider 
protest  Kirchen  uud  das  Ende  jener,  von  ihren  Feinden  mit  Freude 
nnd  Hohn  bemerkten,  mit  List  und  Gliick  unterhaltenen  Streitigkeiten 
vorbereitct  worden.  So  wrnig  auch  die  Fiirsten,  welche  diese  Abrede  schlossen, 
andem  protestant  Regenten  oder  Gemeinheiten  vergreifen  oder  vorschreiben 
wollten,  so  diente  doch  dieser  ihr  Versuch,  bey  ihrem  Ansehn,  zum  nachahm- 
lichen  Bqrspiele  wie  Nachbam  bei  drohender  Feuerebrunst  ihre  sonst  Kleinen 
Stieitig^Khcn  vergessen  und  die  gemeinschaftliche  Gefahr  bedenken  mussten. 

(izo).    Augusti  CorpHS  Librorum  Symbolieorumt  p.  411. 
(ixz).    Ibid. 
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But  if  any  doubt  or  controversy  arises  regarding  the  genuine  sense 
of  these  heads  of  Christian  DoArine,  we  hereby  profess^  moreover^  that 
we  embrace  as  a  sure  and  undoubted  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures  the 
Nicaean  and  the  Constantinopolitan  Symbol,  in  the  very  same  words  in 
which  it  is  set  forth  in  the  third  session  of  the  Council  of  Trent y  as  that 
starting  point  in  which  all  who  pro/ess  Christ' s/aith  necessarily  agree,  and 
as  the  firm  and  only  foundation  against  which  the  gates  of  the  infernal 
regions  shall  never  prevail. 

And  we  acknowledge  that  with  this  Symbol  ag^rees  the  Symbol 
which  is  called  the  Athanctsian,  and,  moreover ,  the  confessions  of  the  First 
Synod  of  Ephesus,  and  of  the  Synod  of  Chalcedon,  and,  moreover,  those 
which  the  Fifth  Synod  and  the  Sixth  Synod  opposed  to  the  relics  of  the 
^estorians  and  of  the  Eutychians;  and,  moreover,  what  the  Synod  of 
Milevis  and  the  Second  of  Orange  formerly  taught  from  the  Scrip- 
tures against  the  Pelagians;  and,  besides,  whatever  from  the  very 
times  of  the  Apostles  and  thereafter  with  unanimous  and  notorious 
consent,  the  primitive  Church  believed  and  taught  as  a  necessary  article 
of  faith,  the  same,  we  also,  from  the  Scriptures  profess  both  to  believe 
and  to  teach. 

By  this  Profession  of  our  faith,  therefore,  we,  as  being  truly  Cath- 
olic Christians,  hereby  separate  ourselves  and  our  churches  from  all  old 
and  recent  Heresies,  which  the  ancient  Universal  Church  with  unaui- 
fnous  consent,  from  the  Scriptures  rejected  and  condemned, "  (112). 

(112).  Angusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  411:  Profitemur  itaqne 
imprimia  quidem,  nos  amplecti  sacras  canonicas  Veteris  et  Novi  Testamenti 
Scripturas,  in  Veteri,  Hebraea,  in  Novo,  Graeca  lingua,  a  Prophetia  et  Apostolis, 
instinctu  Spiritus  Sancti  primitus  scriptas,  qnas  solas  Jidei  et  cultus  nostri  regu^ 
lam  petfectam  esse  agnoscimus:  in  quibus  aperte  posita  inveniuntur  ilia  omnia, 
quae  ad  salutem  omnibus  sunt  necessaria,  wca,  ut  b.  Augustinus  loquitur,  quae 
continent  fidem,  moresque  vivendi,  spem  scilicet  et  caritatem. 

Quarum  etiam  velut  Compendium  quoddam,  quoad  credenda,  Symbolo 
Apostolico,  in  quod  omnes  baptizati  sumus;  quoad  fadenda,  Decalogo,  cujus 
^umma  consistit  in  dilectione  Dei  et  proximi;  qnoad  petenda  et  speranda 
Oratione  Dominica  continetnr.  Quae  et  ipsa  a  Domino  nostio  Jesa  Christo,  in- 
^titutione  tum  Baptismi,  ceu  sacramenti  initiationis  sive  xeg'^erationis  turn  S. 
Sncharistiae,  ceu  sacramenti  nutritionis  spixitualis  confirmata  sunt. 

In  his  ergo  capitibus  summam  dodbinae  salvificae  consistere  censemus;  cui 
}n  ecclesia  propagandae  et  conservandae,  sacrum  etiam  evangelii  praedicandi  et 
sacramentorum  administrandorum  Ministerium  Dominus  Noster  instituit,  et  po- 
iestate  davium  spiritoali  adversus  incredulos  et  immorigeros,  annavit. 
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They  add  further,  below,  that  on  the  controversies  which  at  the 
Heformation  separated  the  Western  Church,  they  approve,  among 
other  confessions,  the  Bohemian.   This  we  have  quoted  above,  (113). 

On  this  Declaration,  Augusti,  after  speaking  of  the  unsuccessful 
result  of  the  Leipzig  Colloquy,  remarks  as  follows: 

"Almost  the  same  holds  true  of  that  loving  Colloquy  which  was 
held  in  the  year  1645  at  Thorn  under  the  auspices  of  Uladislaus  IV., 
Sling  of  Poland,  between  Catholic,  Lutheran  and  Reformed  Theolo- 
gians. The  counsel  of  a  very  good  King  was  fruitless,  and  greater 
•discord  burst  forth.  The  reception  of  the  Declaration  of  Thorn  as  a 
new  Symbol  by  the  Reformed  Church  in  the  territories  of  Branden- 
burg was  the  only  fruit  that  remained.  Cf.  Btofinanni  Hist  lit. 
CoUoquii  Charatave  Thorun.  et  Heringii  Beytr.  zur  Gesch.  der  reform. 
Xirche,  Th.  I.,  p.  158,  Th.  II.,  p.  55,  seqq." 

There  sentiments  for  the  most  part  are  orthodox  and  noble. 
The  regard  for  the  Filioque  is  among  the  things  to  be  regretted. 

Moreover,  certain  blunders  mar  some  of  these  documents.  The 
following  may  be  noted: 

I.  The  statement  in  the  Bohemian  Confession  that  **the  apostolic 
faith  digested  into  twelve  articles,**  had  been  ''handed  down  in  a 

Si  quid  vero  in  hisce  dodlrinae  Christianae  capitibus  dubitationis  ant  contro- 
Tersiae  de  genuine  coram  sensu  exoriatur,  profitemur  porro,  nos  amplecti  cett 
interpretationem  Scripturarum  certam  et  indubitatam,  S3rmbolum  Nicaenum  et 
Constantinopolitanum,  iisdem  plane  verbis,  quibus  in  Synodi  Tridentinae  Ses- 
sione  tertia,  tanquam  principium  illud,  in  quo  omnes  qui  fidem  Christi  profiten- 
tuTy  necessario  conveniunt,  et  fundamentum  firmum  et  unicum,  contra  quod 
portae  inferonun  nnnquam  praevalebunt,  proponitur. 

Cui  etiam  conaonare  Symbolum,  quod  dicitur  Athanasianum,  agnoscimus : 
nee  non  Hphesinae  primae,  et  Chalcedonensis  Synodi  Confessiones :  quinetiam, 
quae  guinta  et  sexta  Synodi,  Nestorianorum  et  Butychianorum  reliquiis  oppo- 
snere:  qnaeque  adversus  Pelagianos  olim  Milevitana  Synodus  et  Arausicana 
secnnda  ex  Scriptnria  docuere.  Quinimo,  quicquid  primitiva  ecclesia  ab  ipsis 
nsqne  Apoetolomm  temporibus,  unanimi  deinceps  et  notorio  consensu  tamquam 
articnlnm  fidei  necessarium  credidit,  docuit,  idem  nos  quoque  ex  Scripturis 
credere  et  docere  piofitemur. 

Hac  igitur  fidei  nostrae  professione,  tanqnam  Christiani  vere  Catholld  ab 
onmibiis  veteribus  et  lecentibus  Haeresibus,  quas  prisca  Universalis  Bcdesia  nn« 
animi  consensn  ex  Scripturis  rejedt  atque  damnavit,  noa  nostrasque  ecclesiaA 


(113).    Id.,  p.  413- 


146  OmpterlL 

symbol  through  the  Nicaean  Synod. "  If  by  this  is  meant  as  one  might 
understand,  that  the  Western  Creed  called  the  Apostles'  had  been 
digested  into  twelve  articles  before  that  Synod,  and  that  //  had  been 
lianded  down  through  that  Council  the  mistake  is  a  bad  one.  For  the 
A(5ls  of  the  Council  make  no  mention  of  it:  and  when  Rufinus  first 
mentions  the  Western  Creed,  about  A.  D.  390,  it  lacked  the  twelfth 
article,  and  besides  was  not  so  full  in  other  articles  as  it  has  been 
made  since.  But  I  have  shown  the  baselessness  of  such  notions 
more  fully  in  writings  on  the  Creeds  which,  if  God  gives  me  the 
means,  I  hope  to  publish. 

It  is  very  much  to  be  regretted  that  vast  multitudes  of  the  Con- 
tinental Reformed  have  swerved  from  these  productions  of  some  of 
the  ablest  theologians  they  have  ever  had,  into  some  of  the  forms  of 
Arianism  or  infidelity,  and  that  in  the  British  Dominions  and  in  the 
United  States,  they  have  turned  aside  into  later  and  more  unlearned 
and  unscriptural  notions.  In  English-speaking  Christendom  what- 
ever of  orthodox  learning  there  may  be  on  these  points  is  deluged  and 
swamped  in  the  flood  of  popular  ignorance  which  rules  those  bodies: 
and  so  some  in  them  make  mere  feeling  without  baptism  to  be  regen- 
eration ;  deny  a  hell,  deny  the  Trinity,  deny  baptism  for  the  remiss- 
ion of  sins,  and  other  fundamentals.  With  regard  to  his  work,  Au- 
gusti  remarks  appositely  to  the  lamentable  position  of  the  European 
Reformed: 

*  *  Thou  hast  here,  therefore,  kindly  reader,  a  new  collection  of  the 
Symbolic  Books  of  the  Reformed  Church,  which  is  not  only  increased 
by  our  care,  of  whatsoever  sort  that  be,  but  even  a  little  more  cor- 
rect, and  disposed  in  better  order.  *  *  *  it  has  been  our  task  so 
far  as  it  may  be  done,  to  assist  the  desire  of  those  who  wish  to  draw  the 
dodlrine  of  the  Reformed  from  sources  which  are  known  to  very  few: 
and  we  do  not  doubt  that  those  judges,  who  are  just  in  these  matters 
will  deem  our  edition  adapted  to  this  purpose.  This  only  however 
we  foresee,  namely,  that  those  Genevan  Pastors,  who,  in  a  writing^ 
lately  published,  set  forth  a  Suppression  of  Belief  in  Confessions^  (per- 
chance, forsooth,  as  a  propitiatory  offering  to  Servetus  in  the  very 
place  of  his  punishment,)  will  be  sharply  incensed  at  us.  For  if  they 
bore  with  pain  and  difficulty  the  repetition  of  the  Helvetic  Confession, 
put  forth  anew  by  two  of  their  own  colleagues,  how  much  more  angry 
will  they  be  with  us  for  putting  forth  the  whole  body  of  Confisssions! 
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But,  although,  from  our  heart  we  grieve  over  it,  we  can  have  noth- 
ing in  common  with  anti-creed  Pastors  and  Theologians,  (who,  be- 
sides those  of  Geneva,  seem  to  have,  here  and  there,  brethren  and 
comrades),  until  they  change  their  minds;  and  nothing  remains  for 
us  except  to  endure  their  attacks  with  composure,  and  to  suffer  it 
patiently,  whether  they  wish  to  call  us  Athanasians,  or  Mummers, 
or  by  any  other  invidious  name  whatever,'*  (i  14), 

In  a  note  he  adds:  **In  a  work  put  forth  by  public  authority, 
entitled  a  Discourse  pronounced  at  the  Consistory  of  the  Church  of 
Geneva,  January  14,  1819,  by  M.  de  Femey,  Pastor,  Geneva  and 
Paris,  Paschoud,  18 19,  8,  p.  20,  are  read  these  words,  namely: 

"  'The  suppression  of  Confessions  of  Faith  is  then,  I  am  sure^  the 
most  proper  means  of  bringing  together  individuals  and  Churches,. 
and  when  these  shall  be  animated  by  a  sincere  love  of  peace,  nothing: 
will  hinder  them  from  stretching  out  the  hand  of  fellowship,  and  from 
causing  the  disappearance  of  all  sedls! ' 

"Add  the  work  entitled,  Histoire  veritable  des  Momiers  dk 
Cekhfe^Xc     Paris,  1824,  8,  p.  76,  seqq,'*  (115). 

That  would  assuredly  be  a  happy  family  in  which  one  would. 
hold  firmly  to  the  dodhine  of  the  Trinity  as  vastly  and  essentially 
important,  and  another  should  hold  it  in  utter  abhorrence;  in  which 
one  shotdd  profess  as  articles  of  saving  faith  the  do<5lrine  of  Christ's. 
divinity  and  of  his  atonement  and  another  should  deny  both,  and 
deem  the  divine  Redeemer  a  mere  creature  and  the  worship  of  Hinu 
but  idolatry,  etc! !  Common  sense  and  experience  teach  that  sedls 
without  Confessions,  as,  for  instance,  the  Antipaedobaptist  sedls  of 
England  and  the  new  world,  divide  readily  when  they  differ,  into 
hostile  camps.  The  following  varieties  of  this  one  particular  class 
exist  in  the  United  States  alone: 

1.  Regular  or  Calvinistic  Baptists. 

2.  Freewill  Baptists. 

3.  Six  Principle  Baptists. 

4.  Campbellites. 

5.  Seventh  Day  Baptists,  single  immersionists. 

6.  Winebrennarians. 

7.  Mennonites. 

*(ii4V  Angusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  649. 
{115).  Angnsti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum^  p.  650. 
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8.  Reformed  Mennonites. 

9.  Tunkers,  First  Day. 

10.  Tunkers,  Seventh  Day. 

11.  Anti- Mission  Baptists. 

12.  River  Brethren,  and  at  least  one  or  two  others. 

As  to  the  points  on  which  this  happy  family  squabble,  and  those 
on  which  they  ag^ree,  we  can  waste  no  time.  Each  one  of  them  is 
perfedlly  sure  that  it  is  right  and  that  the  others  are  wrong.  The 
Regular  Baptist  baptizes  the  Mennonite  because  he  has  no  valid  bap- 
tism, for  the  Mennonite  ordinarily  sprinkles  or  pours;  and  the  Tunker 
baptizes  the  Calvinistic  Baptist  because  the  Calvinistic  Baptist  and 
the  other  single-immersion  se<5ls  are  not  immersed  thrice.  These 
are  only  a  few  of  the  varieties.  Will  not  a  satirical  man  say, 
the  conflict  of  ideas  in  these  se<5ls  is  of  the  same  affe<5lionate  and  lov- 
ing kind  for  which  Kilkenny  cats  are  noted  when  they  fairly  get  at 
each  other?  Will  not  the  satirist  say,  Down  with  all  barriers  to  fatal 
and  soul-destroying  error,  then?  Let  the  wolf  come  into  the  fold! 
Let  anarchy  reign!  Let  the  flock  of  Christ  be  scattered  and  made 
the  laughing-stock  of  His  enemies,  .of  Pagan  and  Jew  and  Mohamme- 
dan! Let  it  be  destroyed!  Down  with  creeds!  Is  this  superlatively 
sensible j  and  well  pleasing  to  Christ  and  beneficial  to  His  religion? 
Hurrah  for  cant  and  twaddle  and  humbug! 

NEVIN  (one  op  the  REFORMED)  IN  FAVOR  OF  CREEDS. 

John  W.  Nevin,  D.  D.  German  Reformed,  in  the  Mercersburg  Re- 
view  for  Nov.,  1852,  pp.  606-620,  has  an  article  which,  although  de- 
fe<5tive  in  certain  points  of  learning,  is  in  the  main  deserving  of  respect, 
if  much  of  what  he  has  said  of  the  so-called  Apostles*  Creed  be  asserted 
of  the  Nicene  Symbol  and  the  Constantinopolitan,  and  of  Primi- 
tive Tradition.  But  he  errs  in  teaching  that  the  so-called  Apostles' 
Creed  was  the  Norm  of  Ectmienical  dodbine  in  the  Ante-Nicene  or  any 
other  period  when  the  Universal  Church  was  undivided.  But  the 
Historic  Tradition,  that  is  what  was  held  "everywhere,  always  and 
by  all '  *  from  the  first,  was  a  guide  in  defining  on  do<5lrine,  discipline, 
rite  and  custom.  What  we  propose  to  quote  from  him  is  diredled 
against  the  patrons  of  *  *the  Anti-Creed  heresy*  *  as  he  terms  it,  who  tm- 
dervalue  the  importance  of  do<5binal  symbol,  in  interpreting  the  Holy 
Scriptures.     He  writes:  * 
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' '  There  is  no  such  thing  in  truth  as  this  sort  of  unsymbolical  inde- 
pendence in  the  interpretation  of  the  Bible  ;  and  those  who  promise 
liberty  in  this  way,  only  bring  in  always  a  real  bondage  of  Spirit  in. 
the  room  of  the  lawful  and  just  authority  they  dare  to  set  aside.  No* 
man  reads  the  Bible  without  a  theological  habit  of  some  sort,  (even: 
if  it  be  that  of  a  Voltaire  or  Paine  only)  which  goes  to  determine  for 
him  the  sense  of  its  words.  Every  sect  has  its  Symbol,  its  tradition^ 
written  or  unwritten,  generally  both,  for  the  most  part  poor,  harsh 
hard,  and  dead,  under  whose  iron  yoke  is  sung  the  melancholy  song 
of  freedom  all  the  day  long.  Of  all  conceivable  forms  of  spiritual 
vassalage,  the  most  dismal  surely  is  to  be  estranged  from  the  Ecu- 
menical fiaith,  the  Catholic  Creed,  of  God's  Church  as  it  has  stood 
firom  the  beginning,  and  to  be  adopted  into  the  glorious  liberty  of 
some  paltry  sect,  which  has  manufactured  a  new  edition  of  Chris- 
tianity for  its  own  use,  fresh  from  the  mint  of  the  Bible,  in  the  most 
approved  Puritan  style,  and  now  requires  you,  on  pain  of  sore  heresy^ 
if  not  adlual  perdition,  to  read  the  Bible  and  do  up  all  your  religious 
thinking  in  this  same  fashion  precisely,  and  no  other.  For  our  part ^ 
we  think  it  infinitely  more  safe^  as  well  as  vastly  more  respectable^  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  inspired  volume ^  with  such  men  as  Irenaeus^  Cyp- 
rian^ Athanasius^  Chrysostom^  Augustine^  and  the  ancient  fathers 
generally^  from  the  standpoint  of  the  old  Ecumenical  Councils  and  Creeds^ 
than  to  sit  for  the  same  purpose  at  the  feet  of  any  modem  sect  whatever ^ 
presuming  to  set  up  any  new  scheme  of  faith,  not  rooted  in  the  Apostles* 
Creed  [he  should  have  said  *  *  Ecumenical  *  *  instead  of  *  *  Apostles' , "  J. 
C]  as  a  better  and  surer  version  of  what  the  Scriptures  adlually 


mean." 
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QUOTATIONS  FROM  CONFESSIONS  OF  THB    REFORMED,  ON  THE  SIX 

BCUMENICAI^  SYNODS,  AND  ON  THE  RECEPTION  OF  THEIR 

NORMS  OF  DEFINITION  ON  THE  TWO  ECUMENICAI. 

CREEDS,  THAT  IS,  ON  THAT  OF  THE  FIRST  ECU-  ^ 

MENICAI«  SYNOD  AND  ON  THAT  OF 
THE  SECOND. 

A  HELVETIC  CONFESSION. 

•*  A  brief  and  simple  Confession  and  Exhibition  of  sincere  Christian 
Fatthr  (ii6). ^__ 

(ii6).    See  Augusti  Corpus  Librorutn  Symbolicorumt  p.  3. 
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This  is  the  first  of  the  Helvetic  Confessions  in  Augusti*s  Corpus 
Librarum  Symbolicorum, 

This  recognizes  the  importance  of  maintaining  discipline  among 
ministers,  by  means  of  Synods,  and  the  right  to  lead  back  into  the 
way  of  truth  any  of  them  who  may  have  erred,  if  they  can  be  healed, 
or  of  deposing  them  if  they  are  incurable  ;  and  then  adds : 

^^  Nor  do  we  disapprove  Ecumenical  Councils^  if,  in  accordance 
with  apostolic  example,  they  be  celebrated  for  the  safety  of  the 
Church,  and  not  for  its  ruin,*'  (117). 

Of  this  Confession,  Butler,  in  his  Confessions  of  Faith,  remarks : 

**  It  was  composed  in  1566,  by  Bullinger,  under  the  particular 
dire<5lion  of  the  Elector  Palatine.  Some  WTiters  have  asserted  that 
the  EleAor  was  its  real  author.  With  the  exception  of  B&sle,  it  was 
adopted  by  all  the  Helvetic  and  Rhaetian  cities,  which  had  embraced 
the  Reformation.  The  divines  of  Bisle  refused  to  sign  it,  not  be- 
cause they  objedled  to  the  do<5lrine  which  it  contained;  but  because, 
in  their  opinion,  their  previous  subscription  of  their  own  creed,  in 
1530,  rendered  it  tumecessary.  It  is  greatly  esteemed  by  all  the  Re- 
formed Churches,  and  is  particularly  curious,  from  its  generally  ex- 
pressing the  Zuinglian  creed,  before  it  was  newly  modelled  by 
Calvin,"  (118). 

But  Angusti  gives  a  different  date  and  a  somewhat  fuller  account, 
for  he  writes  that 

**  In  the  year  1566  it  was  revised  and  correcSled  in  the  name  and 
by  the  authority  of  all  the  Helvetic  Churches^  except  B&sle  and  Neuf- 
chatel  (excepta  Basiliensi  et  Neocomensi)  and  approved  by  the  Re- 

(117).  August!  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  64,  65:  Scimus,  sacra- 
menta  ex  institutione  et  per  verbum  Christi  san<Slificari,  et  efficacia  esae  piis, 
tametsi  offerantur  ab  indignis  ministria.  De  qua  re  ex  Scripturis  mnlta  contra 
Donatistas  disputavit  beatus  Dei  aervua  Augustinus. 

Atqui  debet  interim  justa  esse  inter  ministros  disciplina.  Inquirendum 
enim  diligenter  in  dodlrinam  et  vitam  ministrorum,  in  Synodia.  Corripiendi 
aunt  peccantes  a  senioribus,  et  in  viam  reducendi,  si  aunt  aanabiles,  aut  depo- 
nendi  et  velut  lupi  abigendi  sunt  per  veros  pastores  a  grege  dominico,  si  sunt  in-'' 
curabiles.  Si  enim  sint  pseudodoctores,  minime  ferendi  sunt  Neque  vero  et 
oecumenica  improbamus  concilia,  si  ad  exemplum  celebrentur  apostolicum,  ad 
ecclesiae  salutem,  non  pemiciem. 

(118).    Butler's  Confessions  of  Faith,  ed.  London,  1816,  p.  4i._  v 
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formed  Churches  in  England,  Scotland,  France,  Belgium,  Poland, 
Hungary  and  Germany.  It  was  first  written  at  a  gathering  at  B&sle 
in  the  year  1536,  by  a  triumvirate  selected  for  this  business,  Henry 
Sullinger,  Oswald  Myconius,  and  Simon  Grynaeus,  with  the  special 
design  of  promoting  good  feeling  and  concord  with  the  adherents  of 
the  Augsburgh  Confession.  But  afterwards,  when  it  was  seen  that  this 
did  not  come  to  pass  as  had  been  desired,  and  that  this  Confession 
was  disapproved  by  many  as  not  suflScient,  at  the  persuasion  of  Fred- 
eric III.,  especially,  the  Elector  Palatine,  it  was  worked  up  into  a 
much  increased  and  much  more  elaborate  form.  In  this  business 
Henry  Bullinger,  Theodore  Beza,  and  Rudolph  Gualterus,  had  the 
chief  parts.  Compare  Rud.  Hospiniani  Corcordia  Discors.  Tigur. 
1607  f.  p.  92,  104,  seqq.  Ejusdem  Histor,  Sacrament,  P.  II.,  p. 
56,  seqq.,  p.  238,  p.  564,  seqq.,  (119). 

A  fuller  account  of  it  is  in  the  Philadelphia  translation  of  Her- 
zog's  Theological  and  Ecclesiastical  Encyclopaedia,  article  Helvetic 
Confessions, 

This  article  remarks  that  **  the  Confession  [in  German],  also  the 
improved  Latin  edition^  was  finally  adopted  and  subscribed  as  the  com- 
mon  confession  of  the  Swiss  Churches'' 

The  Preface  to  it  is  in  Augusti*s  Corpus  Libror,,  Symbol,  p.  623, 
seq.,  and,  to  one  curious  in  such  matters,  it  repays  perusal. 

THE  SCOTCH   CONFESSION. 

"  The  Scotch  Confession  of  Faith,  The  Orders  of  the  Kingdom  of 
Scotland  and  all  in  this  recUm^  professing  Christ  fesus  and  His  Holy 
Gospel^  for  their  oivn  countrymen  and  for  other  Kingdoms  a7id  Nations^ 
professing  together  with  themselves  the  same  Christ  Jesus,  pray  grace, 
mercy  and  peace  from  God,  the  Father  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  with 
the  Spirit  of  right  judgment  and  salvation. 

ARTICLE  XX. 

ON   GENERAI,  COUNCILS — THEIR    POWER,   THEIR    AUTHORITY,    AND 

THE  CAUSES  OP  THEIR  ASSEMBLING. 

•  *  As  we  do  not  rashly  condemn  that,  which  pious  men,  legitimately 
assembled  in  General  Cou7icil  have  set  forth  to  us,  so,  on  the  other  hand^ 

(119).    Angusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  622. 
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we  da  not  admit  whatever^  without  just  examination^  is  thrust  on  men^ 
in  the  name  of  a  General  Councily  (120).  For  it  is  manifest,  that  in- 
asmuch as  they  were  men,  for  that  reason  certain  of  them  have  mani- 
festly erredi  and  that  too  in  matters  of  the  greatest  weight  and  mo- 
ment. So  fiu:,  therefore,  as  a  Council  proves  the  sentence  and  com- 
mand which  it  gives,  by  the  plain  Word  of  God,  so  far  do  we  at  once 
reverence  and  embrace  it.  But  if  any  persons  pretend,  in  the  name 
of  a  Council,  to  coin  new  articles  of  our  faith,  or  to  make  constitu- 
tions repugnant  to  the  Word  of  God,  notwithstanding  it  behooves  us 
to  reject  utterly  as  dodtrines  of  devils  all  that  calls  away  our  souls 
from  the  voice  of  our  God  alone  to  follow  the  do(5lrines  and  constitu- 
tions of  men,  I.  Tim.  iv.,  i.  The  reason,  therefore,  why  General 
Councils  came  together  was  not  that  they  might  make  any  law  per- 
petual which  had  not  already  been  enadled  by  God,  nor  that  they 
might  fabricate  new  articles  of  our  faith,  or  that  they  might  confer 
any  authority  on  the  Word  of  God,  much  less  that  they  might  make 
that  to  be  the  Word  of  God  or  that  to  be  its  true  interpretation  which 
had  not  before  been  His  holy  will,  expressed  in  His  Word.  But  the 
reason  why  Councils  assembled  (for  we  speak  of  those  which  deserve 
the  name  of  Councils)  was  partly  for  the  refutation  of  heresies,  and  to 
give  a  public  confession  of  faith  to  posterity,  for  it  to  follow,  both 
which  things  they  did  from  the  authority  of  the  written  Word  of  God, 
and  that  too  without  holding  the  opinion  of  their  possessing  any  such 
prerogative,  as  because  they  were  in  a  General  Council,  therefore 
they  could  not  err.  This,  in  our  judgment,  was  the  first  and  princi- 
pal reason  for  General  Councils.  Another  was  for  the  establishment 
and  observance  of  good  government  in  the  Church,  in  which,  as  being 
God's  House,  it  is  fit  that  all  things  be  done  decently  and  in  order  i 
not,  however,  that  we  judge  that  the  same  government  in  every 
thing,  and  just  the  same  order  of  ceremonies  in  every  respect  can  be 
established  for  all  ages,  times  and  places.  For  inasmuch  as  cere- 
monies invented  by  men  are  only  temporary,  therefore  they  can  be 
and  they  ought  to  be  changed  when  their  use  is  found  to  suffer  or  to 
foster  superstition  rather  than  to  edify  the  Church  of  God,"  (121). 

(120).  Angusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum^  p.  160,  Art  XX.  De 
Conciliis  generalibusy  eorum  potestaUy  anHoriUUe^  etcausis,  cur  conveniuuL  ^ 

Quemadmodum  non  temere  damnatnus  illud,  quod  viri  pii,  congregati  in 
generali  concilio  legitime  convocato,  nobis  proposaemnt;  ita  sine  justo  examine 
non  admittimus  quicquid  hominibus,  £^neralis  concilii  nomine,  obtruditar. 

(121).    Augusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum^  p.  x6o-x62. 
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This  contains  some  things  which  are  excellent  and  some  things 
which  need  limiting.  The  General  Councils  here  faulted  were 
probably  the  local  Synods  of  the  whole  West  which  after  the  separa- 
tion of  West  and  East  were  termed  General,  in  the  West.  The  Second 
of  Nicaea,  the  so-called  Seventh  Ecumenical  Synod,  would  be 
included. 

In  Article  XVIII.,  this  Confession  states : 

**  If  therefore  an  interpretation,  determination,  or  sentence  of  any 
doctor  of  the  Church  or  of  a  Council  is  repugnant  to  the  express 
word  of  God,  in  any  other  place  of  Scripture,  it  is  certain  that  that 
interpretation  is  not  the  mind  and  sense  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  although 
Councils^  ElingdomSy  and  Nations  may  have  admitted  and  approved 
it.  For  we  dare  not  admit  any  interpretation  which  is  repugnant  to 
any  chief  article  of  faith,  or  to  any  plain  text  of  Scripture  or  rule 
of  love,"  (122). 

On  this  confession  Augusti  remarks  : 

"The  statement  in  the  Syntagma  that  *//  was  written  in  they  eat 
1^68  in  the  Scotch  language  alone^  is  false.  That  this  statement  is 
not  a  typographical  error  is  clear  from  what  follows :  It  was  first 
published  in  the  year  one  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-eight.  But 
it  is  certain  that  it  was  hastily  written  in  a  full  session  of  the  Edin- 
burgh Parliament  (for  a  space  of  only  four  days  was  allowed)  and  it 
was  there  exhibited  and  confirmed.  Cf.  Stuarti  Gesch.  der  Reformat. 
in  Scotland,  p.  225,  seqq.  et  Schroekhii  Kirchengesch.  seit  d.  Re- 
format. Th.  II.,  p.  478  seqq.  John  Knox  is  reputed  to  have  been 
its  chief  author. 

"What  is  exhibited  in  the  Syntagma,  p.  126-128,  namely,  *  The 
General  Confession  of  the  true  and  Christian  Faith  and  Religion,  accord- 
ing  to  ike  word  of  God  and  the  acts  of  our  Parliaments,  which  his  Royal 
Majesty  and  his  family  and  various  others  have  subscribed  for  the  glory 
if  God,  and  as  a  good  example  to  all.  At  Edinburgh,  on  the  28th  day 
of  fanuary  A.  />.,  1581^  and  in  the  fourteenth  year  of  His  Royal 
Majesty s  reign^^  is  nothing  else  at  all  but  a  new  confirmation  and 
commendation  of  the  Scotch  Confession.  The  Scots  solemnly  declare 
that  they  will  firmly  adhere  to  the  Confession  publicly  confirmed,  in 
all  its  articles,  and  that  they  will  manfully  defend  it  against  Popery» 

(123).    Id.,  p.  i6a 
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and  especially  against  the  erroneous  and  bloody  decrees  of  the 
Council  of  Trent.  A  little  after  this  is  added:  *  We  therefore  *  *  * 
protest,  and  call  the  searcher  of  hearts  and  reins  to  witness,  that  our 
minds  and  hearts  do  plainly  assent  to  this  Confession,  promise,  oath 
and  subscription,'  etc. 

*  *  Although  such  great  praise  had  been  lavished  upon  this  Confes- 
sion; and  although  it  had  thus  been  exalted  so  high,  nevertheless,  a 
little  while  after,  it  was  receded  from,  and  a  new  Confession  of  the 
Presbyterians^  composed  in  the  year  1643  and  1646,  succeeded  to  its 
place.  This  last  has  the  following  title :  *  Confession  of  Faith  elabor- 
4ited  in  an  Assembly  of  Divines  ^  co^ivoked  by  the  authority  of  the  English 
Parliament^  and  afterwards  exhibited  to  the  same  Parliaments  and 
moreover  recognized  and  approved  by  the  same,  and  thereafter  by  the 
Scotch  Kirk,  together  with  the  double  Catechism.  Cambridge  1559 
[1649?]'  And  this  prevails  among  the  Reformed  in  England  and 
Scotland  even  at  this  day,  but  Jiot,  however,  in  such  a  sense  as  wholly 
to  take  away  all  symbolic  authority  from  that  which  has  been  men- 
tioned above,  *  *  (123). 

THE  TETRAPOLITAN  CONFESSION. 

^'The  Confession  of  the  four  cities  of  Strasburg,  Constaftce,  Memmin- 
gen  and  Lindau^  in  which  they  set  forth  their  faith  to  His  Most  Severed 
Cesarean  Majesty y  at  the  Augsburgh  Gathering,**  (124). 

This  mentions  as  "  in  ag^reement  with  Christ's  Do<Shine  "  *  *  * 
'  *  what  the  Church  of  Christ  has  hitherto  believed  regarding  the  most 
Holy  Trinity,  namely,  that  God,  the  Father,  Son  and  Holy  Spirit 
are  one  in  substance,  and  it  admits  no  other  distindlion  between  them 
than  that  of  Persons.  Moreover,  the  Saviour,  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ 
was  made  very  God  and  very  Man,  but  the  Natures  in  Him  were  not 
mixed  together,  but  they  were  so  united  in  the  same  person  that 
they  are  never  to  be  separated,**  (125). 

(123)    August!  Corpus  Librorum  Syfnbolicorum,  p.  632. 

(124).  August!  Corpus  Librorum  SyfuboOcorutn,  p.  327. 

{125).  Id,  p.  330:  Cap.  IL,  De  Sacrosancto  Trinitate,  mysterioque  incamaii 
Chnsti. 

£x  hac  igitur  cum  sacrae  apnd  nos  conciones  ducerentnr,  ablegatis  pemi- 

dosis  coutentionibus,  ii  moz  quibus  aliquod  pietatis  studium  erat,  Christ!  doc- 

irinam  et  certius  consequuti  sunt,  et  vita  exprimere  ferventius  coepemnt,  sicnt 

cevocati  ab  iis,  quae  dogmatia  Christ!  mala  assuta  aunt,  ita  in  iia  confirmati 
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But  this  language  respecting  the  faith  **  believed '*  by  '^  the 
Church  of  Christ  hitherto''  must  have  reference  to  what  the  Western 
Church  had  received  up  to  the  Reformation  on  these  subje<5ts.  And 
we  know  that  all  the  West  received  the  faith  of  the  Six  Ecumenical 
Synods  on  these  points.  Indeed  in  them  alone  were  they  defined. 
For  the  first  two  defined  the  do<5hine  of  the  Trinity,  and  the  last  four 
defined  respecting  the  dodhine  of  the  two  Natures  in  Christ,  etc. 

This  Confession  adds : 

**  Since  on  these  points  we  vary  in  no  respect  from  the  Fathers  ^  nor 
from  the  common  consent  of  Christians,  we  believe  that  it  will  suffice 
for  us  in  this  manner  to  testify.our  faith,''  (126). 

Constantine  assembled  the  Ecumenical  Synod  of  Nicaea,  Theo- 
dosius  the  Elder  that  of  I.  Constantinople,  the  Second  World-Synod. 
This  Confession  thus  alludes  to  these  monarchs  : 

"Therefore  let  thy  Most  Holy  Majesty  prefer  to  follow  the  ex- 
amples of  those  most  powerful  and  truly  happy  Caesars,  Constantine, 
Jovian,  Theodosius,  and  others  like  them,  who,  presenting 
every  do<firine  with  mildness  daily  through  most  holy  and  most  vigi- 
lant Bishops y  and  by  properly  assembling  Councils,  and  by  grave  dis- 
cussion of  all  things,  dealt  with  the  erring  ones,  and  tried  every 
ineans  to  recall  them  into  the  way  before  they  enadled  anything 
more  severe  against  them,"  (127)  etc. 

quae  illis  ezsisttmt  consentanea.  Inter  quae  ilia  sunt,  quae  Christi  ecclesia  de 
aacrosandbi  Triade  ha<5tenu8  credidit,  nempe  unum  esse  substantia  Deum,  Pat- 
rem,  Pilium  et  Spiritum  Sandlum,  nee  ullam  quam  personarum  discrimen  reci- 
pere.  Servatorem  qnoque  nostrum  Jesum  Christum,  eundem  verum  Deum,  etiam 
vemm  hominem  fadhim,  uaturis  quidem  impermixtis,  at  ita  in  eadem  persona 
unitis  nt  in  omnia  secula  nunquam  rursus  solvantur.  *  *  *  In  his  quoniam 
nihil  a  Patribns,  nihil  a  communi  Christianorum  consensu  variamus,  satis  fore 
credimus,  hunc  in  modum  nos  fidem  nostram  esse  testatos. 

(126).    Ibid. 

(127).  Sec  August!  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  365:  Malit  itaque  S. 
l/L  T.  ezempla  sequi  potentissimorum  et  vere  felicium  Caesarum,  Constantini, 
Joviniani,  Theodosii,  et  similium,  qui  do<5bdna  omni  cum  mansuetudine  quo- 
tidie  per  8an<Sliss.  et  vig^lantiss.  Episcopos  impartita,  tum  conciliis  rite  coactis, 
graviqne  cmniiim  rerum  discussione,  cum  errantibus  agere,  tentareque  omnia, 
nt  in  Tiam  eos  revocarent,  prius  quam  severius  quicquam  in  eos  statuerent,  quam 
eomm  qnibus  constat  fuisse  consultores,  et  priscis  iUis  vereque  sandlis  patribus 
diflsiminimoa,  et  eventum  quoque  contigisse  pietati  illorum  parum  respond- 
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Then  they  complain  of  the  Council  of  Constance,  which  was  not 
Ecumenical  but  only  Western,  and  therefore  local. 

Below  complaint  is  made  of  the  disrespect  shown  former  Coun- 
cils, and  they  pray  the  Emperor  not  to  regard  the  Council  of  Con- 
stance, ^^  especially  since  he  may  see  that  of  unnumbered  decrees  not  less 
holy  than  necessary  of  former  Councils  not  even  a  hair  is  observed  by 
Ecclesiastics^  and  so  every  thing  had  degenerated  among  them,  to  such  an 
extent  that  there  is  no  one  endowed  with  even  common  sense^  who  does 
not  exdaim  that  a  council  is  needed  to  restore  religion^  and  the  sanctity 
of  the  ecclesiastical  order ^^^  (128). 

THB  LEIPZIG  COLLOQUY. 

This  has  a  thoroughly  Orthodox  passage  against  the  Nestorian 
heresy,  which  tells  well  for  the  learning  of  its  composers.  The 
theologians  of  the  Electorate  of  Brandenburg  and  of  the  Princedom 
of  Hesse,  say  as  follows : 

**  TTiey  uncontradictingly  believe y  not  less  than  the  Saxon  Electorate y 
that  God  the  Son  became  very  man^  bom  out  of  the  Virgin  Mary^  who 
before^  in^  and  after  her  delivery  remained  a  true  virgin^  and  she  wa^ 
not  only  a  Man-bearer ^  and  not  only  Xptaroroxo^  or  a  Christ-bearer^  but 
in  the  true  sense  a  Osotoxo^,  God-bearer/*  (129). 

THE    DECLARATION    OP  THORN. 

The  signers  of  this  Declaration  *'  acknowledge**  the  faith  of  the 
first  six  Ecumenical  Synods,  at  least  what  of  them  is  outside  of  some 
Canons  of  those  Councils,  for  they  state : 

(128).  Augusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symboiicorum,  p.  366:  Hinc  S.  M.  T.,  re-t 
vocare  se  illud  ne  patiatur,  quod  pleraque,  de  quibus  nunc  disceptatur,  decis^ 
sunt  olim,  et  praecipue  in  Concilio  Constantiensi,  mazime  cum  videat  ex  innu- 
meris,  non  minus  Sanctis  quam  necessariis  superiomm  conciliomm  decretis^  ne 
pilum  quidem  ab  Ecclesiasticis  servari,  sicque  degenerasse  apud  eos  omnia,  ut 
nemo  vel  communi  sensu  praeditus,  non  clamet,  concilio  ad  restituendam  reli4 
gionem,  ecdesiasticique  ordinis  sanctimoniam,  opus  esse. 

(129).  August!  Corpus  Librorum  Symbolicorum,  p.  391.  Denn  sie  [die 
Chur.  Brandenburgische  und  Fiirstliche  Hessische]  nicht  weniger  als  die  Chut' 
Sachsische  unwidersprechlich  glaubeten,  Gott  der  Sohn  sey  wahrer  Mensch 
geworden,  geboren  aus  der  Jungfrauen  Maria,  welche,  vor,  in,  und  nach  der 
Geburt  eine  reine  Jtmgfrau  geblieben,  und  nicht  nur  eine  Menschengebarerin, 
auch  nicht  nur  XptoTordM^  oder  eine  Christegebarerin,  sondem  wahrhaitig  eine 
Ofor^coc  Gottesg^barerin,  sey. 


Account  of  tht  Six  Ecumenical  Councils.  157 

"  We  embrace  as  a  sure  and  undoubted  inierpreioHon  of  the  Scrip' 
iures  the  Nicaean  and  the  Constantinopolitan  Symbol,  in  the  very  same 
>7ords  in  which  it  is  set  forth  in  the  third  session  of  the  Council  of 
TPrent,  as  that  starting  point  in  which  cUl  who  profess  ChrisVs  Faith 
^necessarily  agree,  and  as  the  firm  and  only  foundation  against  which  the 
^ates  of  the  infernal  regions  shall  never  prevail, 

^^  And  we  acknowledge  that  with  this  Symbol  agrees  *  *  * 
4he  confessions  of  the  First  Synod  of  Ephesus,  and  of  the  Synod  of  Choice- 
don,  and,  moreover,  those  which  the  Fifth  and  Sixth  Synods  opposed  to 
the  relies  of  the  Nestorians  and  of  the  Eutychians,^* 

They  add  further : 

'*  And,  besides,  whatever,  from  the  very  times  of  the  Apostles,  and 
thereafter,  with  unanimous  and  notorious  consent,  the  primitive  Church 
believed  and  taught  as  a  necessary  article  of  faith,  the  same,  we  also, 
from  the  Scriptures,  profess  both  to  believe  and  to  teach,'' 

See  more  of  the  Bnglish  and  the  I<atin  above,  pp.  143  to  145. 

The  above  professions  logically  followed  out  would  make  them 
believe  all  primitive  Christian  doctrine,  discipline  and  rite,  so  far  as 
they  were  held  as  necessary,  as  well  as  the  faith  of  the  Six  Synods. 

THK  WESTMINSTER  CONFESSION. 

This  in  the  form  adopted  as  *'  the  Confession  of  Faith,*'  of  **  the 
Presbyterian  Church  in  the  United  States  of  America,''  thus  speaks 
^*  of  Synods  and  Councils." 

"chapter  XXXI. 
OP  SYNODS  AND  COUNCILS. 

1.  '*  For  the  better  government  and  further  edification  of  the 
Church,  there  ought  to  be  such  assemblies  as  are  commonly  called 
Synods  or  Councils,  and  it  belongeth  to  the  overseers  and  other  rulers 
of  the  particular  churches,  by  virtue  of  their  office,  and  the  power 
which  Christ  hath  given  them  for  edification,  and  not  for  destrudlion, 
to  appoint  such  assemblies;  and  to  convene  together  in  them,  as  often 
as  they  shall  judge  it  expedient  for  the  good  of  the  Church.    *    *    * 

2.  **  It  belongeth  to  Synods  and  Councils,  ministerially,  to  de- 
\aanmt  controversies  of  faith,  and  cases  of  conscience;  to  set  down 
rules  and  diredHons  for  the  better  ordering  of  the  public  worship  of 
-<jod,  and  government  of  his  Church ;  to  receive  complaints  in  cases 
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of  mal-administration,  ondauiAofilativefyio  determine  the  same,  which 
decrees  and  determinations,  if  consonant  to  the  word  of  God,  are  to 
be  received  with  reverence  and  submission,  not  only  for  their  agree- 
ment with  the  Word,  but  also  for  the  power  whereby  they  are  made,, 
as  being  an  ordinance  of  God,  appointed  thereunto  in  his  Word. 

3.  *  *  All  Synods  or  Councils  since  the  Apostles'  times,  whether 
general  or  particuler,  may  err,  and  many  have  erred;  therefore  they^ 
are  not  to  be  made  the  rule  of  faith  or  pradlice,  but  to  be  used  as  a 
help  m  both/' 

This,  though  not  so  definite  as  is  to  be  desired,  nevertheless,  iu 
the  general  principle  laid  down,  warrants  the  reception  of  much  of 
the  Six  Synods.  That  principle  is  that:  ''It  belangeth  to  Synods 
and  Councils,  ministerially  to  determine  controversies  0/  faith  *  *  * 
which  decrees  and  determinations,  if  consonant  to  the  Word  of  God,  are 
to  be  received  with  reverence  and  submission,  not  only  for  their  agree- 
ment tvith  the  Word,  but  also  for  the  power  whereby  they  are  made,  as 
being  an  ordinauce  of  God,  appointed  thereunto  in  If  is  Word.'* 

As  the  Presbyterians  agree  with  most  of  that  part  of  the  faith  of 
the  Six  Synods  which  is  outside  of  the  canons  of  the  first  four,  they 
might  in  accordance  with  this  principle,  receive  them  so  far.  The 
fifth  and  sixth  made  no  canons. 

DIVISION  III. 

QUOTATIONS     FROM  THB     REFORMED  ON  PROPER     DEFERENCE    TO 

THE  FATHERS. 

This  bears  to  some  extent  on  our  subject,  for  while  it  is  true 
that  the  sole  Ecumenical  definitions  are  in  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods,, 
nevertheless  in  them  the  Church  has  ever  professed  to  define  no  new^ 
faith  but  that  which  had  come  down  from  the  beginning,  and  which 
had  been  held  by  the  Fathers.  We  shall  indeed  find  that  certain 
private  views  of  individual  Christian  writers,  which  had  never,  how- 
ever, been  held  ''Always,  everywhere  and  by  all,**  hsLve  been  con- 
demned by  an  Ecumenical  Council,  as,  for  instance,  the  view  of  St. 
C3i>rian,  Bishop  of  Carthage,  that  all  heretical  baptism  is  invalid, 
and  that  persons  with  it  alone  must  be  baptized  when  they  come  to 
the  Universal  Church,  is  negatived  as  to  the  Novatians,  that  is  the 
Cathari,  by  Canon  VIII.  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  and  by 
Cannon  VII.  of  the  Second,  and  so  the  last  named  Canon  receives 
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the  Ariaiis,  Macedonians,  and  some  other  heretics  with  the  Chrism, 
while  the  adherents  of  certain  heresies  which  erred  evidently  against 
the  mode^  the  form  of  words,  or  the  design  of  baptism,  axe  to  be 
baptized. 

So  once  famous  writers,  Origen  and  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia,  are 
condemned  in  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Synod,  because  of  what  is  hereti- 
cal in  their  writings. 

And  so  Honorius,  bishop  of  Rome,  is  condemned  in  the  Sixths 
because  of  what  is  heretical  in  his. 

Yet  in  condemning  the  views  of  individuals  the  Ecumenical 
Councils  have  always  done  so  on  the  ground  of  their  opposition  to  a 
dear  written  tradition,  that  is  to  a  dear  historic  transmission  and 
consensus  in  the  great  bulk  of  Christian  writers  from  the  beginning, 
and  to  the  constant  faith  of  the  church,  East  and  West.  And  the 
Norm  which  they  followed  was  therefore  the  faith  and  pradlice,  not 
which  beg^  in  the  third  century  or  the  fourth  but  which  had  been 
held  ^^ always,  every  where  and  by  all'*  from  the  Apostolic  age. 

In  other  words  the  Universal  Church  in  her  only  Ecumenical 
Tribunal,  a  S3mod  representing  the  whole,  always  follows  in  inter-^ 
preting  Scripture,  in  condemning  error  and  in  approving  truth  the 
historic  consent  of  those  Fathers  whose  testimony  was  one  way  front 
the  Apostles*  days  to  the  Synod  in  favor  of  any  particular  doArine, 
discipline,  rite,  or  custom  in  dispute.     She  accepts  no  late  tradition. 
It  is  always  with  her  as  in  Canon  VI.  of  Nicaea,  ''Let  the  ancient 
customs  prevail.  **  (rd  'apxdia  e^  xpareiTw).    And  an  Ecumenical  Synod 
which  is  so  guided,  and  so  a<5ls,  always  finds  acceptance  at  the  last, 
even  if  it  has  as  many  enemies  as  Niocea  had.     Whereas  a  Council 
like  the  I^trodnium  of  A.  D.  449  at  Ephesus  against  the  two  Natures 
in  Christ,  or  like  the  idolatrous  Conventicle  of  Nicaea  A.  D.  787, 
against  the  truth  that  God  alone  is  to  be  worshipped  will  finally  be 
anathematized  by  all  on  the  ground  of  their  opposition  to  the  sense 
of  the  Scriptures  as  witnessed  to  by  the  faith  and  pradlice  of  the 
Fathers  and  the  whole  Church  from  the  very  beginning.     And  the 
Six  Synods  which  have  decided  in  accordance  with  the  testimony  of 
the  Orthodox  Fathers  are  irreversible,  for  every  such  sound  Synod  is 
the  highest  and  final  tribunal,  and  to  it  all  the  private  opinions  of 
even  her  most  distinguished  sons  may  be  brought  to  be  tried  and 
authoritatively  approved  or  condemned. 
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A  HELVETIC  CONFESSION. 

This  is  the  first  of  the  Helvetic  Confessions  given  by  Augusti  in 
"his  Corpus  Libronim  Symbolicorum.  As  to  its  history  see  above, 
p.  150,  under  the  head  of  Reformed  Confessions  on  the  Six  Ecumen- 
ical Synods  and  the  reception  of  their  Norms  of  Definition  on  the  two 

Ecumenical  Symbols,  namely,  that  of  Nicaea,  and  that  of  I.  Con- 
stantinople. 

After  justly  refusing  to  admit  "what  they  call  the  sense  of  the 

Roman  Church"  as  the  binding  and  authoritative  sense  of  Scripture, 

this  Confession  continues : 

**  We  do  not  spurn  the  interpretation  of  the  holy  Fathers,  Greeks 
and  I<atins,  nor  do  we  disapprove  their  disputings  and  treatment  of 
holy  things  where  these  disputings  and  this  treatment  agree  with  the 
Scriptures;  but  notwithstanding,  we  modestly  depart  from  them 
when  they  are  found  to  introduce  any  thing  alien  to  the  Scriptures 
or  contrary  to  them.  Nor  do  we  think  that  we  do  them  any  injury 
by  this  course,  because  they  all  with  one  mouth  are  unwilling  that 
their  writings  should  be  considered  as  equal  to  the  Canonical  Scrip- 
tures, but  they  command  us  to  approve  their  writings  so  far  as  they 
agree  with  those  Scriptures,  or  to  disapprove  them  where  they  disa- 
gree with  them,  and  they  command  us  to  receive  what  ag^rees  with 
the  Scriptures  and  to  depart  from  what  disagrees  with  them.     In  the 

same   rank  are    also  to    be  placed    the  definitions  or  canons  of 
councils,'*  (130). 

THE  GALUCAN  CONFESSION. 

This  has  the  following  passage : 

**  We  detest  all  the  se<5ls  condemned  out  of  the  Word  of  God  by 
the  ancient  holy  dodlors  as,  for  instance,  by  Athanasius,  Hilar>% 
Cyril,  Ambrose,  and  by  the  rest,"  (131). 

(130).  Augusti  Corpus  Librorum  Symholicorumy  p.  6:  Proinde  non  as- 
pemamur  sandlorum  Patrum  Graecorum  lyatinorumque  interpretationes,  neque 
reprobamtis  eorundem  disputationes  ac  tra<^tiones  remm  sacrarum,  cum  Scrip- 
turis  consentientes:  a  quibus  tamen  recedimus  modeste,  quando  aliena  a  Scrip- 
turis  aut  his  contraria  adferre  deprehenduntur,  Nee  putamus  illis  ullam  a  nobis 
hac  re  injuriam  irrogari,  cum  omues  uno  ore  nolint  sua  scripta  aequari  canon- 
icis,  sed  probare  jubeant,  quatenus  vel  consentiant  cum  illis,  vdl  dissentiant, 
jubeantque  consentientia  recipere,  recedere  vero  a  dissentientibos.  Bodem  in 
ordine  coUocantur  etiam  conciliomun  definitiones  vdl  canones. 

(131).  Confessio  Gallicana,  p.  112  of  Augusti  Corpus  Librorum  SymbolicO" 
rum,    Omnes  Sedas  a  vetnstis  illis  sandtis  dodtoribos  veluti  Athanasio,  Hilario, 
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Finally,  an  the  need  of  Church  Authority  asset  forth  in  the  Six 
Synods. 

The  following  sets  forth  to  us  the  need  of  the  Ecumenically  can- 
onical discipline,  and  the  need  also  of  the  Six  Bcumenical  Synods  as 
the  sole  basis  of  Church  Union,  and  the  sad  results  of  unlimited  pri- 
vate twistings  of  Scripture  against  them: 

Count  Dimitry  Tolstoy,  a  Russian  and  a  member  of  the  Russo- 
Greek  Church,  in  his  work  in  French  on  ^^ Roman  Catholicism  in 
Russia,*'  volume  I.  (Paris,  1863),  pages  225,  226,  227  and  228,  has 
some  noteworthy  remarks  on  the  fall  of  Protestantism  in  Lithuania, 
wher^  it  once  had  considerable  strength,  but  where  to-day  it  has  not, 
according  to  the  article  ^^ Russia,*'  in  McClintock  and  Strong's  Cy- 
clopaedia, much  more  than  one  hundred  thousand  souls.  The 
causes  of  its  ruin  he  ascribes  in  part,  i,  toils  lack  of  organization,  for 
it  was  Presbyterian,  not  Episcopal:  and  2,  to  the  carelessness  of  the 
ministers  in  not  spreading  their  dodlrines  among  the  common  people, 
but  in  confining  their  efforts  mainly  to  the  higher  classes  and  to  the 
Third  Estate,  that  is  the  untitled  but  well  off  people.  His  words 
convey  a  lesson  which  Christians  everywhere  should  heed,  and  there- 
ibre  I  quote : 

<*Prom  the  seventeenth  century  Calvinism  began  to  grow  weak 
in  Lithuania;  the  Protestant  Churches  were  abandoned  more  and 
more.  The  clergy  grew  fewer.  Two  sorts  of  reasons  provoked 
that  decadence:  internal  causes  inherent  in  the  very  organization 
of  the  Calvanist  Church,  and  external  reasons,  which  consisted  in 
oppressive  measures  on  the  part  of  the  administration.  That  Church 
Aad  no  fixed  centre;  the  convocation  of  Synods  could  not  supply  the 
lack  of  firmly  established  ecclesiastical  authority.  The  appearance  of 
new  se6ls,  particularly  of  Socinianism,  which  got  a  great  development, 
only  weakened  Protestantism  still  more.  Lastly,  the  two  chief 
branches  of  that  dodlrine,  Calvinism  and  Lutheranism,  had  no  dose 
connedtion  with  each  other.*' 

Then,  after  referring  to  the  fact  that  another  cause  of  the 
divergence  between  those  two  denominations  was  the  fact  that  the 
Calvinists  were  Polanders,  and  the  Lutherans  almost  exclusively  , 

Cyrillo,  Ambrosio,  et  ceteris,  ex  Dei  verbo  damnatas,  detestamur.    For  an  ao> 
ocmnt  of  this  Confeaaion  see  in  this  work,  page  134  above.  \ 
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Germans,  he  mentions  the  attempt  made  by  Vladislas  IV.  to  re- 
concile the  clergy  of  the  Protestant  denominations  by  the  Council  of 
Thorn  in  A.  D.  1644,  and  tells  us  that  *  *It  had  a  result  utterly  opposed  , 
to  what  he  had  hoped;  not  only  did  no  reconciliation  in  matters  of  faith  ' 
follow,  but  the  ecclesiastics  returned  more  embittered  against  each 
other.  The  Calvinist  ministers  are  themselves  the  cause  of  their 
dodfaine  not  having  taken  deeper  root  in  Lithuanian  soil,  for  they 
limited  their  adlivity  exclusively  to  the  high  classes  of  society  and 
in  part  to  the  Third  Estate,  without  troubling  themselves  to  spread 
it  among  the  mass  of  the  people.  To  this  internal  weakness  was 
joined  external  persecutions:  dissidents  were  deprived  of  the  right  of 
sending  deputies  to  the  Diet,  to  hold  public  offices,  and  after  17 17 
even  to  have  representatives  in  the  tribunal  of  Lithuania,  which 
judged  of  appeals  between  Latins  and  dissidents:  the  Roman  clergy, 
after  having  taken  from  them  the  right  to  celebrate  publicly  their 
religious  offices,  took  possession  of  their  Churches,  summoned  them 
to  appear  before  their  tribunals,  and  converted  them  by  every 
means  to  their  faith.  Thus,  for  example,  the  Protestant  children 
of  a  widow  of  the  same  rite  were  obliged  to  embrace  Latinism  if 
their  mother  contracted  a  second  marriage  with  a  Catholic." 

Below  he  states  as  the  result  of  all  the  causes  mentioned  above, 
that 

**  About  the  second  half  of  the  seventeenth  century,  in  the  large 
cities  like  Viluo,  Witebsk,  Polotsk,  etc.,  there  were  scarcely  any 
Calvinists  longer;  at  the  end  of  that  century  one  could  count  in 
Lithuania  only  forty -eight  Churches  of  that  religion,  four  schools, 
and  forty-seven  pastors;  at  the  end  of  the  eighteenth  century  there 
remained  to  them  in  all  that  oountiy  only  twenty-eight  Churches." 
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NIC^A,  A.  D.  325: 


THE    FIRST   ECUMENICAL   COUNCIL. 


Introductory  Matter. 


\ 


CHAPTER  III. 

ARIUS  AND  HIS  HERESIES. 
AUTHORITIES  AND  REFERENCES. 

The  authorities  for  the  S>Tiod  of  Nicaea,  are  given  by  Stanley  in 
his  History  of  the  Eastern  Churchy  (New  York,  Scribners*  edition, 
1862),  pages  144,  145.  To  these  the  reader  is  referred.  Stanley's  work 
itself  should  be  added.     Three  remarks  may  be  made  regarding  it: 

1.  It  is  very  rich  in  the  citation  of  original  authorities. 

2.  The  indifference  and  unbelie\'ing  spirit  of  the  author,  as  welj 
as  his  lack  of  Churchliness,  (a  sure  sign  of  sympathy  with  heresy), 
crops  out  here  and  there.  Compare,  as  samples  of  his  misrepresenta- 
tion  of  the  church,  or  scepticism,  pages  245,  246,  314,  315,  331  and 
349.  On  page  315  he  seems  to  deny  the  Symbol,  that  is  Creed- 
dodtrine,  of  *  *  one  Baptism  for  the  remission  of  sins, ' '  and  makes  it 
pagan;  and  on  page  349  he  quotes  the  heretical  Theodoret's  out- 
rageously unjust  abuse  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  seemingly  with 
approval. 

3.  Though  he  deserves  praise  for  much  erudition,  nevertheless 
he  is  inexact  in  places,  his  mistakes  being  generally,  uniformly  so  far 
as  I  have  noticed,  against  the  Universal  Church. 

REMARKS  ON  THE  ORIGINAI,  AUTHORITIES  BEFORE  THE  SIXTH 

CENTURY  THERE  CITED. 

Philostorgius  was  positively  heretical,  and  in  sympathy  with  the 
radical  Arian  that  is,  Eunomian,  party  to  which  he  belonged. 

His  testimony  is  branded  again  and  again  as  false  by  the  learned 
Photius. 
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CtmsianHne  had  good  intentions,  but,  as  his  letter  to  Alexander 
and  Anus  proves,  was  at  first  without  any  due  sense  of  the  vital 
charaAer  of  the  points  involved.  Afterwards  he  did  better.  But  to- 
wards the  last  he  fell  into  the  hands  of  Arian  ecclesiastics,  though  even 
then  he  recalled  Athanasius  fi'om  exile. 

Eusebius^  bishop  of  Caesarea,  was  an  Arian,  as  St.  Athanasius, 
elsewhere  to  be  quoted,  shows. 

Auxano,  was  a  Novatian  presb3rter,  and  therefore  a  schi^natic, 
perhaps  we  may  say,  therefore,  a  heretic. 

Socrates  was  a  layman,  whose  orthodoxy,  justiy  or  unjustly, 
lias  been  called  in  question.  He  fiEuls  often  to  appreciate  the  value  of 
a  stand  for  truth  on  the  part  of  its  early  champions,  owing  to  his  in- 
•difference  to  dodfaine.  Like  many  other  laymen,  he  is  so  shallowly 
fond  of  \h&pranical  as  occasionally  to  forget  that  the  basis  of  all/r<a^- 
Hce  acceptable  to  God  is  His  dogmatic  teaching  by  his  Holy  Spirit  in 
the  Word  and  in  the  Church  in  Ecumemical  Council  assembled. 

Sozomen  writes  with  that  mixture  of  thoroughness  and  shallow- 
ness which  might  be  expe(5led  of  a  mere  civil  lawyer  discoursing  on 
recondite  theological  questions. 

Section  i.  Arius. 

2.  His  charaSler  and  personal  appearance. 

3.  His  talefits. 

4.  His  pride  of  intellect, 

5.  Cheerful  aspeSl  of  the  Church  just  before  the  Arian 

heresy  arose, 

6.  7%^  beginning  of  the  Arian  Controversy. 

■ 

7.  Arius  and  his  Heresies. 

8.  St.  Athanasius  brands  his  heresy  as  resulting  in  poly- 

theism and  creature-worship,     St.  Epiphanius  and 
other  Fathers  to  the  same  effeH, 

9.  Spread  of  creature-service  the  result  of  Arian  teaching. 

I.  The  fotmderof  the  Arian  heresy  was  Arius  (132),  who  is 
said  to  have  been  a  Libyan  (133).    ''  At  first,''  writes  Sozomen  (134), 

(132).  Sozomen,  i.,  15. 

(133).  EpipHan.  Haeres.,  Iziz.,  z. 

(134).  Sozomen,  L,  15. 
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^^preiendtng  to  be  zealous  for  dogma^  he  cooperated  with  Meletius^''  the 
Egyptian  schismatic, ''i>f  his  innovations.  But  afterwards  he  forsook 
him  and  was  ordained  deacon  by  Peter  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria.''^ 
Peter's  episcopate  was  in  A.  D.  300-311.  '*And  again  he  was  casf 
out  of  the  church  by  him  because  when  Peter  excommunicated  the 
partisans  of  Meletius  and  refused  to  admit  their  baptism^  Arius  attacked 
the  acts  of  Alexander  and  could  not  bear  to  be  quiet  (135).  But  whet^ 
Peter  died  a  martyr^  Arius  asked  pardon  of  Achillas  [Peter's  succes- 
sor], and  was  permitted  to  minister  as  deacon^  and  was  deemed  worthy 
of  the  presbyteratey  Achillas  was  bishop  of  Alexandria  A.  D.  311^ 
312.  **And  after  those  things  Alexander*^  [Achillas'  successor  and 
bishop  of  Alexandria,  A.  D.  312-325]  ''also  held  him  [Arius]  in 
honor  (136).  And  Arius  became  very  much  skilled  in  dialeHicSy  for  he 
was  said  to  be  not  without  a  share  of  knowledge  in  such  sciences;  and. 
he  developed  absurd  do^rines^    so  that  he  dared  to  declare  in  church 

WlSLKt  HAD  NBVER  BEEN  SAID  BY  ANY  OTHER  BEFORE  HIM,  namdy^ 

rHAT  THE  Son  of  God  was  made  out  of  things  which  had  Na 

EXISTENCE,  AND  THAT  THERE  WAS  ONCE  WHEN  HE  WAS  NOT,  AN1> 
rHAT  He  is  capable  OF  VIRTURE  AND  OF  VICE,  AND  THAT  HE  IS  K 

::rbature  and  a  work,  and  many  other  things  which  one  who  main- 
tained  such  absurdities  would  be  likely  to  assert  as  he  went  forward 
into  disputations  and  into  the  examination  of  particular  questions." 

One  incident  related  of  him  by  the  inexact  and  Arian  writer 
Philostorgius  would  be  much  to  his  credit  if  true.  Photius  epito- 
tnizes  his  statement  thus: 

2.  "The  impious  Philostorgius  says  that  when  the  votes  for  the 

(135).  In  the  Bngliah  translation  of   this  place  in  Bohn's  Ecclesiastical 
Library,  we  find  the  following  note: 

"  In  the  Acts  of  Peter  the  Martyr,  (which  are  so  ancient  that  they  are  quoted 
by  Justinian),  it  is  asserted  that  Arius  was  excommunicated  on  account  of  his; 
perverse  opinions,  and  not  as  Sozomen  here  says,  because  he  sided  with  the 
Heletians.  As  Valesius  remarks,  it  is  somewhat  strange  that  neither  Alexander 
nor  Athanasius  make  any  mention  of  this  excommunication  of  Arius  by  Peter.*' 
However  strange  it  may  be,  it  is  not  so  strange  as  to  render  the  statement. 
incredible,  for  there  are  other  things  which  are  related  by  another  or  others,  of 
which  they  do  not  speak,  when  we  might  suppose  they  would.  Moreover,  such 
omissions  are  common  in  all  periods.  Besides,  the  remains  of  Alexander  are 
gnite  meagre. 

(136).  Sozomen  *s  Ecd,  Hist.^  L,  15. 
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archiepiscopate  [of  Alexandria]  were  inclining  to  Anus,  Anus  pre- 
fen^d  Alexandef  to  himself,  and  so  contrived  that  the  votes  turned 
about  to  him"  (137). 

But  Philostorgius'  work  abounds  in  lies.  Photius  justly  criti- 
cizes it  as  follows:  *'The  History  was  written  by  Philiostoigius  as  an 
encomium  on  the  heretic,  and  as  a  slander  and  a  casting  of  blame 
upon  the  Orthodox  rather  than  as  a  history"  (138).  In  his  epitome 
of  Philostorgius*  so-called  History,  Book  II.,  chap,  xi.,  he  denominates 
him.  *  *  This  impious  contriver  of  falsehood*  *  ( 1 39) ;  moreover  the  date 
of  the  alleged  a(5lion  was  before  the  beginning  of  Alexander's  pope- 
dom, and  therefore  before  Arius*  lapse  into  heresy. 

2.  Epiphanius  this  describes  his  character  and  personal  appearance: 

**  The  old  man,  puffed  up  by  vanity,  stood  aside  from  the  appointed 
way.  He  was  of  very  tall  stature,  of  downcast  look,  apparelled  him- 
self like  a  crafty  serpent,  and  was  able  to  steal  away  every  guileless 
heart  by  means  of  his  unscrupulous  pretence.  For  he  was  such  a 
person  that  he  always  wore  a  hemiphorium  (140)  and  a  colobion,  (141). 
He  was  sweet  in  his  address,  always  persuading  and  flattering  souls," 
(142). 

3.  Arius'  talents, 

Sozomen  writes  of  him  that  **he  became  very  much  skilled  in 
dialedlics"  (143),  and  Socrates  speaks  of  him  as  ''not  without  same 
share  of  dicUectic  utterance, '^  (i44)- 

4.  His  pride  of  intelleH. 

(137).  Philostorgius'  Eccl,  Hist,,  col.  461,  tome  65,  of  Migne's  Putrologia 
Craeca, 

(138).  Id.,  Preface  before  bk.  i.,  col.  460,  tome  65,  of  Migne's  PaUrolo^a 
Graeca. 

(139).  Id.,  II.,  xL,  col.  473,  Migne,  id. 

(140).  Sophocles,  in  hia  Glossary  of  I^ater  and  Byzantine  Greek,  informs  ns 
that  this  t/fu^piov  and  the  ifu^piov  were  the  same,  viz.:  a  "light  outer  gar* 
tnent.**    The  name  signifies  a  half  ^p(K.   See  ^apoc^ 

(141).  Liddell  and  Scott*a  Greek  Lexion,  under  KoXopiiJv  refers  us  to 
Ko?^f3iov^  both  words  having  the  same  signification,  viz. :  an  under-garment,  with 
its  sleeves  curtailed  (v.  xoAo/^oc),  L  e.,  reaching  only  half  down  to  the  elbow,  or 
entirely  without  sleeves.  Ontiboth  f)fu^pinv  sma  icoXojiiuv  see  Patavius,  animadver- 
sion, p.  284,  t.  ii.,  of  his  edition  of  Epiphanius,  Colon.,  A.  D.  1682. 

(142).  Bpiphan.  Haeres.,  Ixix.,  3. 

(143).  Sozomen  Eccl.  Hist,,  i.,  15,  col.  905,  A.,  tome  67,  of  Migne'a  A/rv- 
logia  Graeca. 

(144).  Socrates*  Eccl.  Hist,,  i,,  5,  coL  41,  A.,  id. 
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Kpiphanius  ascribes  his  departure  from  truth  to  his  being  '*  puffed 
>  with  vanity,*'  (145). 

The  language  of  Alexander,  Pope  [that  is  Father]  of  Alexandria, 

re  use  ancient  terms  in  ancient  senses)  is  more  detailed,  and  exhibits 

a  strong  light  the  disregard  of  the  Arians  for  the  Historical  Tradition 

the   Church,  a  feature  in  all  the  rout  of  similar  Antitrinitarian 

Tesies  since. 

After  stating  the  heresies  of  Arius  and  the  deacon  (or  presbyter) 
chillas,  Alexander  adds : 

**We  therefore,  though  slowly,  because  their  errors  were  concealed 
>m  us,  inflidled  on  them  those  penalties  which  befitted  both  their  lives 
id  their  unholy  attempt,  for  by  a  unanimous  vote  we  expelled  them 
>m  the  Church  which  worships  the  Divinity  of  Christ ^^^  (146). 

Further  on  in  the  same  document,  Alexander  after  speaking  of 
eir  sins  against  Christ,  adds : 

"And  why  then,  beloved  [brethren]  should  what  I  am  about  to 
rite  be  deemed  wonderful;  why  should  it  be  deemed  wonderful,  if  I 
all  set  forth  their  lying  and  false  accusation  against  me,  and  against 
ir  most  pious  laity?  For  those  who  have  arrayed  themselves  against 
e  Divinity  of  the  Son  of  God  do  not  shun  to  utter  their  unfavorable 
id  drunkard-stories  against  us.  They  do  not  deem  any  of  the  ancients 
Mthy  to  be  compared  with  themselves,  nor  can  they  bear  to  be  put 
I  a  level  with  those  teachers  with  whom  we  were  conversant  from 
ir  boyhood.  Moreover,  they  do  not  think  that  any  of  our  fellow- 
inisters  an)rwhere  possesses  even  a  measure  of  wisdom,  but  say  that 
ey  themselves  alone  are  wise  and  that  they  themselves  alone  are 
ithout  property;  and  that  they  themselves  are  discoverers  of  dodlrines, 
d  that  those  things  have  been  revealed  to  themselves  alone  which 
ver  came  into  the  mind  of  any  man  under  the  Sun.  Oh  unholy 
nceit,  and  unmeasured  madness,  and  empty  glorying  which  befits 
e  melancholic,  and  oh  the  Satanic  way  of  thinking  which  has  become 
veterate  in  their  unholy  souls !     Neither  the  dear  to  God  clearness  of 

(145).  Epiphan.  Haeres.,  Ixix.,  cap.  3,  'ETrdpfian  yap  afiOilc  6  yipav  tov 
rmet/iivov  l^itrr^. 

(146).  Col.  889,  tome  82  of  Migne*s  Piatrologia  Graeca,  Theodoret's  Eccl, 
ist.f  book  L,  chap.  3 :  nautl'ff^il  rf/^  irpftfiKwoi'mf^  Xptorci)  t^v  Qtdrijra  avToi^  EkkX^ioc 
fXdaofuv,  This  contains  a  hint  in  favor  of  the  doctrine  of  St  C3rril  of  Alexan- 
la's  Anathema  VIIL,  and  Anathema  IX.  of  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Synod. 
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the  ancient  writings  has  not  sufficed  to  put  them  to  shame,  nor  has  the 
harmonious  piety  of  our  fellow-ministers  regarding  Christ  lessened 
their  audacity  against  Him.  Not  even  the  demons  can  endure  their 
unholy  conduct,  for  they  are  on  their  guard  against  uttering  any 
blasphemous  expression  against  the  Son  of  God  (147). 

Theodoret  associates  Arius^  love  of  power  and  jealousy  with  the 
origin  of  his  heresey:  for  in  Chapter  I.,  book  i,  of  his  EcclesiasHcai 
History ^  he  writes: 

*'  At  that  time  Arius,  who  was  enrolled  in  the  catalogue  of  the 
presbjrters,  and  was  entrusted  ^ith  the  explanation  of  the  Scriptures 
of  God,  seeing  that  Alexander's  hand  held  the  helm  of  the  BUgh  Priest- 
hood(i48),  did  not  bear  up  against  the  assault  of  envy ;  but  being  pricked 
on  by  it,  he  began  to  seek  for  occasions  for  quarreling  and  for  confli(5l. 
And  [yet]  when  he  gazed  at  the  praiseworthy  conduct  of  the  man,  he 
could  not  contrive  any  accusations  against  him,  but,  nevertheless,  his 
envy  hindered  him  from  keeping  quiet.  The  enemy  of  the  truth  find- 
ing him  a  fit  instrument  for  his  wickedness  by  him  stirs  up  and  moves  a 
surging  tempest  against  the  Church.  For  he  persuades  him  to  con- 
tradidt  openly  the  Apostolic  teaching  of  Alexander.  And  [so]  when 
Alexainder,  following  the  godly  dodbines  (149),  was  saying  that  the- 
Son  is  0/  the  same  honor  as  the  Father  and  that  He  has  the  same  sud- 
stance  as  the  Father  who  brought  him  forth,  Alius  [on  the  other  hand^ 
openly  fighting  against  the  truth,  called  Him  a  *  *  creature  and  a  work/  * 
and  added  the  expression,  ''Therewas  once  when  He  was  not,' ^  and  those 
other  errors  which  we  shall  learn  more  clearly  from  his  writings. 
And  not  only  did  he  continue  to  say  those  things  in  the  Church,  but 
also  outside  in  assemblies  of  the  people,  and  in  sessions  of  the 
clergy.  And  going  about  among  the  houses  he  led  captive  as  many 
as  he  could.  But  Alexander,  the  advocate  of  the  Apostolic  Dogmas, 
at  first  tried  by  exhortations  and  by  counsels  to  persuade  him  to  change 
his  mind.     But  when  he  saw  that  he  was  as  firantic  as  a  Corybant 

(147).  Theodoret,  Ecd,  Hist,  i,  3,  coL  901,  C,  tome  67  of  Migne'a  I\Uro^ 
logia  Graeca, 

(148).    Greek,  apxufxjffivrK,  that  is  the  episcopate.    To-day  one  sometimes 
hears  in  Greece  the  term  Ht^h  Iciest  (apxtepei^)  for  Bishop. 

(149).    Or,  according  to  another  reading,   "the  divine  Orades,*^  nAc  BeUac 
hiyiotCj  where  Oracles  mean  the  Scriptures,  as  in  Rom.  iiL,  2,  etc. 
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(150)  and  that  he  was  openly  preaching  his  impiety,  he  exx)elled  him 
fixnn  the  hieratic  r^;isters:  for  he  heard  the  Law  of  God  crying  out, 
If  thy  right  eye  cause  thee  to  offend,  pluck  it  out  and  cast  it  from  thee'^ 

5.   The  cheefful  aspect  of  the  church  when  Arius  appeared  is  thus 
"       *  depicted  by  Theodoret ;  who  though  free  from  Arian  denial  of  Christ's 

Divinity,  nevertheless  favored  Nestorius,  the  man- worshipper : 

>  ^*  After  the  death  of  the  wicked  t3rrants,  Maxentius,  Maximin  anc 

Licinius,  the  storm  abated  which  their  atrocity  had,  like  a  furious 
whirlwind,  excited  against  the  church :  the  hostile  winds  were  hushec 

^  and  tranquility  ensued.    This  was  effe<5led  by  Constantine,  a  prina 

deserving  of  the  highest  praise,  who,  like  the  divine  apostle,  was  no 

^  called  by  man  or  through  man,  but  by  God  (152).     He  enadled  lawj 

i  prohibiting  sacrifices  to  idols,  and   commanding    churches   to  Im 

•  ereAed.  He  appointed  believers  to  be  the  governors  of  the  provinces 
ordered  that  honor  should  be  shown  to  the  priests,  and  threatenec 
with  death  those  who  dared  to  insult  them.  The  churches  whict 
had  been  destroyed  were  rebuilt,  and  others  still  more  spacious  anc 
magnificent  than  the  former  ones  were  eredled.     Hence  the  concern: 

^  of  the  church  were  smiling   and  prosperous,   while  those  of  hei 

opponents  were  involved  in  disgrace  and  ruin.  The  temples  of  th< 
idols  were  closed ;  but  fr^uent  assemblies  were  held,  and  festival: 

I  celebrated  in  the  churches.     But  the  Devil,  the  enemy  of  mankind 

although  conscious  that  the  church  was  upheld  by  the  Creator  anc 

•  Ruler  of  the  world,  could  not  see  her  sailing  on  her  course  in  pros 
I  perity  without  devising  plans  for  overwhelming  her.  When  he  per 
'  ceived  that  his  former  artifices  had  been  detecfled,  that  the  error  oi 
i^            idolatry  was  recognized,  and  that  the  greater  ntunber  of  men  worship 

ped  the  creator,  instead  of  adoring,  as  heretofore,  the  creature,  he 

did  not  dare  to  declare  open  war  against  our  God  and  Saviour ;  bu1 

'  having  found  some  who,  though  bearing  the  name  of  Christians, 

(150).    The   Corybfints  were  priests  of  Cybele^  and  their  rites  were  of  1 
frenzied,  enthusiastic,  and  wild  character,  so  that  the  word  here  used  Kopv^vri 
i  dvro,  from  KOfnfPavrtdo,  came  to  mean  one  who  acted  in  a  frenzied,  wild  manner, 

See  that  Greek  word  in  Liddell  and  Scott's  Greek  Lexicon. 

(151).    Migne*s  Putrologia  Graece,   tome  82,  column  885.    Theodoret'f 
Ecclesiastical  History^  Book  I.,  Chapter  L 

(152).  Gal.  L,  z. 
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were  yet  slaves  to  ambition  and  vainglory,  he  thought  them  fit 
instruments  in  the  execution  of  his  designs.  He  accordingly  used 
them  as  the  means  of  drawing  others  back  into  error,  not  indeed  by 
the  former  artifice  of  setting  up  the  worship  of  the  creature,  but  by 
attempting  to  bring  down  the  Creator  to  a  level  with  the  creatures" 

(153). 

Theodoret  should  have  added  that  Arius  not  only  made  God  the 
Word  to  be  a  creature,  but  also  by  so  doing  reintroduced  creature- 
worship  and  polytheism.  But  as  he  was  a  Nestorian,  he  was  a  man- 
worshipper  himself. 

6.  TTie  Beginning  of  the  Avian  Controversy  is  not  told  by  all 
authors  in  the  same  manner.  But  perhaps  all  the  accounts  may  be 
reconciled,  at  least  in  the  main,  by  placing  the  events  in  the  follow- 
ing order: 

I.  Personal  ambition  had  much  to  do  with  the  rise  of  the  heresy. 
This  is  charged  against  Arius  by  his  own  bishop,  Alexander  (154). 

Indeed,  factions  and  heretical  action  among  the  Alexandrian  pres- 
byters were  not  confined  to  him,  for  we  are  informed  by  Epiphanius, 
that  each  of  four  ministers  of  that  rank,  Colluthus,  Carpones, 
Sarmatas  and  Arius  had  by  variety  of  interpretation  in  their  public 
teachings,  each  one  in  his  own  separate  congregation,  caused  strife 
among  the  people,  so  that  some  ranged  themselves  under  the 
standard  of  Arius,  others  under  that  of  Colluthus,  others  under 
that  of  Carpones,  and  others  under  that  of  Sarmatas  and  some 
termed  themselves  CoUuthians,  and  others  Arians,(i55).  Colluthus 
had  even  gone  so  far  as  to  teach  perverse  heresy,  though  it  soon 

(153).  Theodoret  Eccl,  Hist,  translation  in  Bohn's  BccL  Lib.,  Book  L, 
Chapter  iu 

(154).  See  his  Bpbtle  to  Alexander  in  Theodoret's  Eccl,  Hist,,  L,  4. 

(155).  Epiphan.  Haeres.,  Ixiz.,  capl  2,  Petavins  ed.  After  mentioning 
churches  of  the  Orthodox  in  Alexandria,  he  adds:  'Ev  fu^  di  roinxjv  K6XXov06f  ti( 
VTT^pXeVf  iv  irkp^  6i  KofmuvtK,  iv  dAA^  de  Zap/«xrd(,  ndl  'Apetoc  ovroc  6  frpoupiifiivos  fu^v 
Tuv  wpoeLptifievuv  Korixuv  *'EiuiKffaiav,  ^^ootoq  6k  Toirruv  d^Xw  «ard  r^  ^BtfffUvtpf 
cvva^iit  Tov  avTift  nttrufrrvfihfnv  Xabv  dtddonuv^  kv  raif  i^ijyfytttttv  iptv  revd  iv6paXov  kv  t^ 
Xatft.  Kal  ol  fuv  npooeiOuBrjoay  'Apttiftj  Irtptn  61  KoAAoi^,  AXXoi  6i  Kopir^v^,  Ireftoi  Si 
Xap/MT^,  'Of  ovv  i^tfyeiTO  iKooroq  iv  r^  iSi^  'EmtXijai^j  iXXo{  AXXo  rt,  lad  iXXoc  AAXo,  Ik  t^ 
jrpoaiiXliatoQ  [Forte  irpoox^iffnjf ,  marg.  note]  ital  hreUvov  6k  to^  irop'  avruv,  <h  /uv  KoX- 
Xttv6tav<Af  iavToif^  uvdfiaaav,  &XX01  6i  *Apeiavoi>f.  This  reveals  a  sad  state  of  strife 
among  the  presb3rters  of  a  single  city. 
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'perished,  and  presbyter  only  as  he  was,  had  assumed  the  functions 
of  a  bishop,  and  had  ordained  many  presbyters  and  deacons.  His 
ordinationSy  however,  were  afterwards  cancelled  in  a  Synod  held  at 
Alexandria,  as  is  asserted  by  St.  Athanasius(i56).  Alexander  teaches 
plainly  that  he  was  guilty  of  the  sin  of  making  merchandise  of  Christ 
(157)1  ^r  simony.  Carpones  and  Sarmatas  followed  the  heresy  of 
Arius.  Their  names  are  signed  with  his  to  a  letter  from  Nicomedia 
containing  a  profession  of  their  heresy  (158).  It  was  written  after 
their  expulsion  (159).  If  the  CoUuthiani  mentioned  by  St.  Augustine 
are  the  same  as  the  Kokkoodtavoo^  mentioned  here  by  Kphiphanius,  the 
heresy  which  distinguished  them  was  the  assertion  that  God  had  not 
made  evil  things(  1 60) .  Besides  this  Alexandria  was  cursed  by  the  Puri- 
tan schism  of  Meletius,  not  to  mention  other  se(fls.  So  that  its  Bishop 
certainly  had  his  hands  full  of  trouble.  Alexander  charges  Arius 
with  imitating,  though  with  less  reason,  the  ambition  of  Colluthus. 

He  writes  as  follows:  *  *  Alexander  sendeth  greeting  in  the  Lord 
to  Alexander  the  most  honored  and  same-minded  brother.  The  rule- 
loving  and  money-loving  disposition  of  wretched  men  is  always  wont 
to  plot  against  those  dioceses  which  seem  to  be  the  greater,  and  on  dif- 
ferent pretexts  such  men  assail  the  church's  piety.  For,  goaded  to 
frenzy  by  the  devil  who  works  in  them,  they  are  driven  on  to  their 
purposed  lust,  and  they  skip  away  from  all  piety,  and  trample  on  the 
fear  of  God's  judgment.  Inasmuch  as  I  have  suffered  from  them  it 
was  necessary  that  I  should  tell  the  fadls  regarding  them  to  your 
piety,  in  order  that  you  may  be  on  your  guard  against  such  men,  lest 
any  of  them  may  dare  to  attack  your  dioceses,  also  either  in  their 
own  persons  (for  the  cheats  are  wont  to  play  the  hypocrite  to 
-deceive),  or  by  letters  lyingly  and  elegantly  gotten  up  and  capable 
of  stealing  away  the  man  who  cherishes  simple  and  pure  faith. 
And  so  Arius  and  Achillas  have  lately  made  a  conspiracy  and  have 

(156).  Page  p.  15,  of  Bohn's  edition  of  the  English  Translation  of  Theodoret 

(157).  Epistle  of  Alexander  of  Alexandria  to  Alexander  of  Constantinople, 
in  Theodoret,  Eccl,  Hist.,  i.,  3. 

(158).  Epiphan.  Haeres.,  Ixix.,  7,  8. 

(159).  Id.,  Haeres.,  Ixix.,  2,  3,  ad.  fin. 

(160).  Angostin.  Lib.  de  Haeres.  Haeres.,  Ixv.:  "Coluthiani  a  quodam 
Colutho,  qui  dicebat  Deum  non  fiicere  mala ;  contra  illud  quod  scriptum  est. 
Ego  Deus  creans  mala.'*    Is.,  xlv.,  7. 
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emulated  CoUuthus'  love  to  role,  and  have  adted  in  a  much  worse 
way  than  he  did.'' 

At  this  epoch  Alexandria  contained  several  churches,  over  each 
of  which  a  presbyter  was  appointed.  Kpiphanius  notes  this,  as  it 
would  seem,  as  a  singular  circumstance.  For  in  early  times  and  in 
his  day  the  general  rule  had  been  for  the  churches  of  the  cities  out- 
side of  the  cathedral  to  be  supplied  from  it,  the  modem  parish  system, 
not  having  yet  been  generally  established.  Alexandria  however  was. 
an  exception,  for  here  it  was  customary  to  place  a  presbyter  in  per- 
manent change  of  each  congregation  (i6i).  The  account  of  this- 
arrangement  given  by  Kpiphanius  is  as  follows:  ''They  say  that 
he**  [Arius]  "was  a  Libyan  by  nation,  and  became  a  presbyter  in. 
Alexandria.  He  was  over  the  church  called  the  Baucalis.  For  all 
the  churches  of  the  Universal  Church  in  Alexandria  are  under  one 
Archbishop ;  and  particular  presbyters  are  placed  over  them  (162),  for 
the  ecclesiastical  needs  of  those  of  the  inhabitants  who  are  near  each 
church,  and  quarter  or  labae  (163),  as  they  are  termed  in  the  dialect  of 
their  country,  by  the  Alexandrians  inhabiting  the  city,"  (164). 

This  position  gave  him  an  opportunity  of  propagating  his  doc- 
trine for  a  time,  at  least,  in  secret. 

Prom  Bpiphanius,  we  learn  that  Arius  craftily  at  first  propa- 
gated his  heresy  unknown  to  his  Bishop.  For  '  'straightway  he  drew 
off  under  one  banner"  (165),    **  seven  hundred  of  the  virgins  of  the: 

(161).    See  the  ten  volume  edition  of  Bingham's  Antiqwiiies^  Oxford,  A.  D. 
1855,  VoL  YUL,  p.  432,  index  under  "Parochial   Churches,"  and  espedaUy 
VoL  III.,  p.  416-418,  Book  IX.,  Chap.  viiL,  Sec.  5,  where  the  very  passage  above: 
quoted  from  Kpiphanius  is  adduced. 

(162).  The  Greek  is  naX  naf  \6iav  Tavrat^  iiriTtrayftivoi  eial  irpeefibnpoi^  6ta  roc* 

Toi  "ka^v  inixuptc  KoXovfUvuv  virb  top  n^v  *A?£^av6piov  KarotKoiwruv  ir6Xtv.  See  it  in 
Bpiphan.  Haeres.,  Ixix.,  i.  This  might  imply  that  two  or  more  presbyters, 
were  attached  to  every  church,  but  that  one  was  over  the  rest,  or  it  may  mean 
that  there  was  only  one  in  each  church. 

(163).  The  term  in  the  Greek  is  7.aPuv.  In  the  margin  of  p.  727, 1 1,  Petavius** 
edition  of  Bpiphanius,  Colon.,  A.  D.  1682,  is  found  "Forte  Xavpuv,^*  See  the 
edition  of  Bingham  just  mentioned.  Vol.  iiL,  p.  416,  note  51,  where  the  readin|^ 
Xappuv  is  suggested.    Both  Xavpuv  and  Xappuv  mean  alleys,  lanes, 

(164).    Epiphan.  Haeres.,  bdx.,  i. 

(165).    Bpiphan.  Haeres.,  bdx.,  cap.  3. 
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church,  and,  the  account  of  it  has  it,  seven  presbyters  and  twelve 
deacons"  (i66).  Nor  did  the  poison  stop  here.  It  extended  itself 
to  certain  members  of  the  episcopal  order.  For  he  persuaded  and  led 
away  with  himSecundus,  Bishop  of  Pentapolis,  and  others.  ''But 
these  things,'*  writes  Kpiphanius,  ** occurred  in  the  church  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  blessed  Alexander  the  Bishop  "  (167),  until  his 
sufi&agan  Archbishop  (168)  Meletius  the  prelate  from  the  Thebaid  told 
him  (169).  For  as  yet  Meletius  had  not  gone  to  the  extreme  of 
hostility  which  afterwards  marked  him,  (170). 

At  this  point  Alexander,  at  whose  sermon,  if  we  may  credit 

Socrates,  Arius  had  started  his  opposition,  now  reappears  on  the 
stage. 

He  sends  for  Arius,  and  asks  him  whether  the  charge  against  him 
is  true.  Arius,  without  doubt  or  fear  at  once  avows  his  misbelief  in 
plain  terms.  Then  Alexander  assembles  his  presbytery,  and  certain 
Bishops  who  were  present  (171),  **and  sat  down  as  judge,  to  hear  the 
statements  of  the  contending  parties  *  *  ( 1 72).  Up  to  this  time  his  con- 
duct had  been  most  forebearing.  Even  after  he  knew  of  Arius '  defec- 
tion, he  was  very  patient  with  him,  and  tried  persuasion  before  he  cut 
them  off  from  the  Church.  Sozomen  goes  so  far  as  to  assert  that 
"  some  seized  on  the  things  said  by  Arius,  and  kept  blaming  Alexan- 
der on  the  ground  that  he  ought  not  to  endure  his  innovations  against 
Christian  dogma."  There  were,  according  to  him,  two  examinations 
of  Arius  by  Alexander  (173).  He  adds  that  even  during  the  debate 
in  the  second  (the  first  ended  without  a  final  decision)  he  seemed  to  be 
somewhat  passive,  on  one  point  praising  one  set  of  disputants,  on  an- 
other point  the  other  set  (174). 

(166).  Ibid.  These  virgins  were  females.  Sometimes  males  are  so  called, 
as  in  Rev.  xiv.,  4. 

(167).    Ibid. 

(168).  Ibid«  Epipbanius  expressly  here  terms  bim  apxie^toKtmoc  and  at  tbe 
same  time  a  suffiragan  of  Alezanoer.  From  tbis  we  may  infer  tbe  extent  of  tbe 
jnrisdu^ion  of  Alexandria. 

(169).  Ibid.     'EyivfTO  Si  ravra  kv  ry  *EKKXriaigif  ayvooivTo^  Toif  fioxapiov  ^AXe^dvSpov 
-rev  ^ETTUJK&noVj  iu^  bre  MeAi^/of ,  k.  r.  A. 

(170).  Ibid. 

(171).  See  for  all  tbese  fadls,  Epipban.  Haerea.,  Ixiz.,  3. 

(172).  Sozomen,  £ccl.  Ifisi,,  L,  15. 

(173).  Ibid. 

(174).  Ibid. 
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All  this  shows,  to  say  the  least,  extreme  mildness  on  his  part. 
Indeed,  if  any  do<5binal  leaning  be  understood  by  the  last  cited  pas> 
sage,  he  £uled  in  his  duties  to  that  salcred  traditioned  deposit  of  vital 
dodirine  which  it  was  his  duty  to  guard  (175).  And  it  is  clear  that 
the  swiftness  of  adlion  of  the  right  minded  about  him  would  have  been 
more  rapid  than  his  own  had  they  been  in  his  place.  But  however 
much  like  vacillation  his  mildness  appeared  while  the  case  was  under 
investigation,  the  righteous  firmness  of  the  man  became  apparent  as 
soon  as  the  ends  of  justice  in  the  investigation  were  answered.  Then 
he  commanded  Arius  to  receive  the  do<5lrine  that  ike  Son  is  ^^consub- 
siantial  and  co-eterjiaV  with  the  Father^  and  to  reject  what  is  opposed 
to  that  dodirine  (176),  and  on  his  persisting  in  his  heresy  ''ejected him 
from  the  order  of  the  presbytery^  and  excommunicated him^  (177)-  And 
with  him  were  reft  oflF  the  700  Virgins  aforesaid,  and  the  clergy 
aforesaid,  and  a  large  multitude"  (178).  His  co- workers  who  were 
cut  oflF  with  him,  of  the  diocese  of  Alexandria,  were,  according  to  Sozo- 
men,  the  presbyters,  Aeithalas,  and  Achillas,  and  Carpones  and  Sar- 
matas,  and  Arius;  and  the  deacons,  Euzoius  and  Macarius,  Julius, 
and  Meuas,  and  Helladius  (179).  In  the  same  chapter  he  states  that 
no  small  part  of  the  Alexandrian  laity  followed  the  excommunicated 
Arian  clerics,  some  because  they  had  embraced  their  heresy,  and 
others  because  they  pitied  them,  as  often  happens  in  such  cases. 
They  were  not  wise. 

The  beginning  of  the  Arian  controversy  is  told  us  by  Socrates, 
who,  judging  from  his  writings,  may  have  been  a  Novatian,  and  is 

(175).  A  note  in  col.  905,  tome  82.  of  Migne*s  Fnitrologia  Graeca  says  that 
the  testimony  of  all  writers  other  than  Sozomen  proves  that  Alexander  was  not 
uncertain  even  at  the  first  what  opinion  he  should  follow,  but  always  followed 
that  which  is  Orthodox. 

(176).  Sozomen.  Eccl,  Hist.,  i.,  15.  His  account  savors  of  the  shallowness 
of  a  law^-er,  lacking  due  appreciation  of  the  value  of  dogma,  rather  than  of  the 
erudite  theologiau. 

(^177).     Epiphan.  Haeres.,  Ixix.,  cap.  3. 

(,178).     Ibid. 

U79^.  Sozomen*s  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  cap.  15.  But  Alexander 
mentions  Arius  only  as  a  presbyter.  See  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  History, 
Book  I.,  chap,  iv. 
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deemed  by  some  to  have  been  such  (i8o).  In  chapter  iv.,  book  i,  of 
his  EccUsiastical  History^  he  tells  of  the  vidlory  of  the  Emperor 
Constantine  over  Lidnius  and  of  the  peace  which  ensued,  which  was 
so  favorable  for  the  Church.  He  then  proceeds  to  state  that  Achil- 
las succeeded  Peter  in  the  see  of  Alexandria,  Peter  having  died  a 
mart3rr  for  the  faith  in  the  reign  of  Diocletian,  and  that  Achillas 
was  succeeded  by  Alexander,  who  welded  together  or  increased  the 
church;  and  that  once  when  he  was  treating  of  theological  topics 
before  his  presbyters  and  the  rest  of  his  clerics  he  made  the  assertion 
that  **  There  is  a  Monad  in  the  Trinity  (i8i),  that  is  a  unity  in  the 
Trinity,  that  is  that  Three  are  One. 

Socrates  adds:  **But  a  certain  Arius,  one  of  the  presbyters  sub- 
ject to  him,  a  man  not  without  some  share  of  dialectic  speech,  suppos- 
ing that  the  Bishop  was  bringing  in  the  dogma  of  Sabellius  the  Libyan, 
from  his  love  of  strife  bent  away  into  the  opinion  which  is  diametrically 
opposite  to  that  of  the  Libyan,  and  as  it  seemed  good  to  him  to  do, 
he  fiercely  opposed  himself  to  the  utterances  of  the  Bishop,  and  saith: 

**  *^  the  Father  generated  the  Son,  he  who  was  generated  has  a 
beginning  of  existence;  and  from  that  it  is  clear  that  there  was  once  when 
the  Son  was  not^  and  it  necessarily  follows  that  He  has  His  Substance 
from  things  not  exulting'  "  (182). 

Here  we  see  four  of  the  heresies  condemned  in  the  Nicene  Creed, 
vnamely: 

1 .  '  *  There  was  once  when  the  Son  of  God  was  not,  * '  and 

2.  **He  has  His  substance  from  things  not  existing,"  that  is,  He 
did  not  come  ^'out  of  the  Father's  substance,''  as  the  Creed  asserts,  but 

(180).  Cardinal  Baronius  in  his  Annals,  and  Philip  Labbaeus  in  his  De 
Scriptoribus  Ecdesiasiicis^  assert  that  Socrates  was  of  the  Novatian  sect  Nice- 
phonis  also  expresses  the  same  opinion  in  the  preface  to  his  Ecclesiastical  His- 
tory, (**  Life  of  Socrates**  in  Bohn's  Socrates'  Ecclesiastical  History,  preface,  page 
6).    The  writer  of  that  preface  in  Bohn,  and  Prof  Bright  in  the  preface  to  his 

Socrates*  Ecclesiastical  History,  take  the  opposite  view,  but  do  not  prove  it 
clearly. 

(181).  Socrates'  Ecclesiastical  History,  Bright' s  edition,  Book  I.,  Chapter  v., 

r^  ayioQ  Tptado^  iv  TpiatSt  uoiuuSa  tlvai  v>f/.fKTo^6v,  idfo/dyri. 

(182).  Socrates*  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  v.,  Bright's  edi- 
tum,  Oxford,  1878,  page  5:  Kal  <^ffaiv,  tl  6  ':TaTr/ft  kyiwrjae  rdv  Tidv,  apx/}^  vrrap^eu^ 
iXf-i- 1>  ytwijBtiQ  Koi  Ik  tovtov  df/Ajov,  on  r/y  ore  ovk  rjv  6  Ylog  aKohnidei  re  e^  dvayurf^^  e^ 
oi'K  bvTuv  ix^^^  avrbv  H/v  iyTToaraatv. 
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"was  made  ^^aut  of  things  not  {thai]  existing, ' '  that  is  *  *  out  of  nothing.  * ' 
Hence,  of  course,  according  to  Arius, 

3.  The  Son  of  God  is  a  ^'creature/'  and  hence,  according  to 
Arius, 

4.  *  *  Before  He  was  generated  He  was  not, ' '     Hence, 

5.  Of  course  all  worship  of  the  Son  of  God,  according  to  Arius, 
is  the  worship  of  a  creature ;   that  is,  creature-worship,  and  as  he 

,  worshipped  Him,  he  was  on  his  own  theory  a  creature- worshipper, 
contrary  to  Christ's  own  command  in  Matthew  iv.,  10,  **  Thou  shalt 
bow  to  the  Lord  thy  God,  and  Him  only  shalt  thou  serve,' ^ 

6.  Inasmuch  as  he  made  the  Father  to  be  an  eternal  God,  and 
because  an  eternal,  therefore  a  superior  God,  and  the  Son  to  be  a  mere 
creature,  and  yet  a  God,  and  because  a  creature  and  non-eternal,  there- 
fore an  inferior  God ;  therefore,  on  his  own  showing,  he  had  two  dis- 
similar Gods,  not  at  all  of  the  same  substance ;  and  because  he  had 
two  Gods,  he  was  therefore,  of  course,  dipoiytheist;  for  all  admit  that 
he  who  has  more  than  one  God  is  no  longer  a  Monotheist,  but  a  Poly- 
thdst,  that  is,  a  believer  in  more  Gods  than  one ;  for  that  is  the  very 
meaning  of  the  v^ovApolytheist, 

Arianism,  therefore,  was  what  Athanasius  so  often  in  eflFect  terms 
it,  a  return  to  paganism,  and  so,  in  eflFect,  an  apostasy  from^  the  Ortho- 
dox Christ  and  from,  Orthodox  Christianity.  For  he  who  holds 'to  » 
creature- worship  and  to  polytheism  has  gone  over  to  the  two  funda-^'^ 
mental  errors  of  heathenism.  And  so  the  Hebrew  prophets  always 
speak  of  an  Israelite  who  professed  to  worship  Jehovah  still,  though 
he  had  embraced  those  errors,  as  having  forsaken  Jehovah.  So  St. 
Athanasius  and  all  Orthodox  Christians  regarded  Arius,  as  Athanasius 
in  his  works  shows  agam  and  again. 

7.  Arius'  own  Account  of  his  Heresies, 

Three  productions  of  Arius*  own  brain  have  reached  us. 

1.  A  letter  to  Kusebius  of  Caesarea,  his  warm  partisan.  This  is 
found  in  St.  Epiphanius'  work  On  Heresies,  Heresy  LXIX.,  Section  6; 
and  in  Chaptier  v.,  Book  i.,  of  Theodoret's  EcdesiasticcU History. 

2.  A  letter  of  Arius  and  his  friends  after  their  excommunication 
by  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria.  It  was  written  in  A.  D.  321, 
from  Nicomedia  to  him.     It  is  found  in  Section  16  of  the  same  work 
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of  Athanasius  (pages  96,  97  and  98  of  the  Oxford  translation),  and  in 
Section  7,  Heresy  LXIX.,  in  St.  Epiphanius'  work  On  Heresies.  It 
IS  given  in  the  second  edition  of  Hahn's  Bibliothek  der  Symbole^  Bres- 
lau,  A.  D.  1877,  pages  188  and  189.  It  is  quite  a  full  statement  of 
Ids  heresy. 

3.  His  assault  on  the  divinity  of  God  the  Word,  which  is  in 
poetic  form,  and  is  found  in  St.  Athanasius'  Epistle  Concerning  the 
Synod  held  at  Ariminum^  in  Italy ^  and  at  Seleucia^  in  Isauria^  Section 
^5>  (P%^  94>  95  and  96;  of  the  Oxford  translation  of  St.  Athan- 
asius' Treatises  Against  Arianisni), 

DOCUMENT  I. 
ARIUS'   LBTTER  TO  KUSKBIUS,  BISHOP  OF  NICOMEDIA. 

Arius,  on  being  driven  out  of  Alexandria,  betook  himself  to  the 
neighboring  country  of  Palestine,  where  he  found  in  some  bishops, 
£iends;  in  others,  opponents.  But  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria, 
on  learning  his  whereabouts,  and  the  fact  that  some  had  received  a 
man  deposed  and  excommunicated,  wrote  circular  letters  to  the  Bishops 
of  Palestine,  of  Phoenice  and  Coele-Syria  against  him,  and  so  gave 
them  warning  of  his  errors  and  of  his  chara(5ler  and  heresy,  and  com- 
plained of  them  for  receiving  him.  Epiphanius  states  that  seventy  of 
those  letters  were  still  preserved  in  his  day  (183).  Some,  Epiphanius 
states,  wrote  back  dissemblingly,  and  others  with  truth,  some  of  them 
saying  that  they  had  not  received  him,  while  others  said  that  they  had 
entertained  him  in  ignorance,  and  still  others  said  that  they  had  re- 
ceived him  only  that  they  might  gain  him.  Arius  learned  that  epistles 
were  circulated  everywhere  against  him,  and  he  and  his  Arian  co- 
workers were  driven  out  from  every  place,  and  no  one  would  longer 
receive  them.  Yet  Eusebius,  Bishop  of  Nicomedia,  who  had  formerly 
lived  with  I<ucian,  the  martyr,  at  Nicomedia,  and  who  held  Arian 
sentiments,  was  wholly  for  Arius,  as  was  Leontius,  another  Lucianist 
(184),  who  was  afterwards  made  Bishop  of  Antioch  by  the  Arian 

emperor,  Constantius  (185).    Arius  finding  the  path  of  the  creature- 

• 

(183).    Bpiphanins  On  Heresies;  Heresy  LXIX.,  Section  4. 

(X84).    Id.,  Section  5. 

(185).    See  the  article  "Leontius  (2)**  in  Smith  and  Vfwcen  Didionofy 
0/ Christian  Biography,    It  ia^  however,  too  favorable  to  that  heretic. 
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serving  opponent  of  God  the  Son's  Divinit>%  a  hard  one,  now  betook 
himself  to  his  partisan  Eusebius,  of  Nicomedia. 

Kpiphanius  tells  ns  that  he  wrote  a  letter  to  him  before  he  went 
to  Nicomedia.  I  translate  it  below  from  Epiphanius'  work  On  Heresies^ 
Heresy  LXIX.,  Section  6,  pages  148,    149;  of  Part  I.,  vol.  iii.,  of 
Dindorf 's  Epiphanius,  (Lipsiae,  1861). 

As  the  Council  of  Alexandria  which  condemned  Arius  and  his 

heresies  was  held  about  A.  D.  320,  and  as  Arius  left  Alexandria  after 

that,  and  was  some  time  in  Palestine  before  his  former  Bishop,  Pope> 

that  is  Father,  Alexander  of  Alexandria  heard  of  his  reception  there, 

and  as  he  wrote  after  that  to  the  prelates  who  had  received  him,  and 

as  Arius  wrote  the  following  letter  to  Eusebius,  of  Nicomedia,  after 

that  again,  its  date  can  not  be  much  before  322  at  the  earliest.     The 

article,   ''  Ananism,'*  in  McClintock  &  Strong's  Cyclopadia^  makes 

this  the  first  of  the  documents  from  Arius'  pen  which  have  reached  us, 

the  letter  to  his  former  Bishop  Alexander,  the  second ;  and  the  Thalia, 

extract*^  from  which  are  preserved  by  St.  Athanasius,  the  last.     The 

letter  to  Alexander  was  written  from  Nicomedia,  perhaps  in  A.  D. 
322  or  323. 

Arius  at  first  held  that  the  Son  was  liable  to  change.  And,  it  is 
thought,  in  the  Council  of  Alexandria  in  A.  D.  320,  which  con- 
demned him,  he  was  asked  whether  the  Word  of  God  could  change 
as  the  devil  did.  He  was  so  shameless  and  blasphemous  as  to  assert 
that  He  could,  because  He  was  subjedl  to  change  (186).  That  was 
evidently  too  much  for  some;  for  in  this  letter  to  Eusebius  of  Nicome- 
dia,  he  takes  the  back  track   and   admits  His  unchangeableness. 

**AN  KPISTLE  OF  ARIUS "     [XO  EUSEBIUS,    BISHOP    OF    NICOMEDIA,, 

THE  NOTORIOUS  ARIAN  LEADER]. 

**To  the  most  desired  Master,  the  faithful  man  of  God,  the 

Orthodox  Eusebius,   Arius,  who  is  unjustly  persecuted   by  Father 

Alexander  (187),  on  account  of  the    truth   which  conquereth  all 

things   (188),  which  truth  thou  also  shieldest,  wisheth  joy  in  the 
Lord. 

(186).  See  in  Migue's  Didionnaire  des  Conciles,  Article  ^^ Alexandrie,^* 
A.  D.  320,  towards  the  end. 

(187).  IldTrt,  the  word  rendered  often,  Pdpe,  See  a  note  on  this  term  in 
the  letter  of  Arius  to  Alexander  below. 

(1S8).    Or,  ^' which  conquereth  every  man,''^ 
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**  As  my  Father  Ammonius  is  about  to  go  to  Nicbmedia,  it 
seemed  fair  and  due  for  me  to  address  thee  through  him,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  make  [grateful]  mention  of  thy  innate  love  and  [good] 
disposition  which  thou  hast  towards  the  brethren  for  the  sake  of  God 
and  of  His  Christ  (189).  For  the  Bishop  wastes  and  persecutes  us 
exceedingly,  and  sets  in  motion  every  evil  against  us ;  so  that  he  has 
driven  us  out  of  the  city  as  godless  men  (190),  because  we  do  not 
agree  with  his  assertion  made  in  public  that  God  always  existed  [and 
that],  the  Son  always  existed,  [and]  that  the  Son  has  existed  as  long  as 
the  Father  has,  that  t^ie  So7i  has  [always]  co-existed  nncreatediy  with 
Gody  that  He  was  always  bom,  that  He  was  born  without  being  created^ 
(191),  that  God  did  not  precede  the  Son  by  a  thought  nor  by  a  moment ,. 
that  God  always  existed  and  that  the  So?t  always  existed,  [and]  that 
ike  Son  has  come  out  of  God  Himself  (192).     And  because  Eusebius, 

(189).     Greek,  mX  rhv  Xpiarov  avrol,  literally,  **and  of  His  Anointed  One,** 

(190).    Greek,  <jf  av6p6nov^  aBkovc. 

(191).  Greek,  ayrvriroytvif^,  Sophocles  in  his  Greek  Lexicon  of  ike  Roman 
and  Byzantine  Periods,  gives  the  reading  aytwrixoy^viif;^  and  defines  it,  **  Created 
by  the  Unbegotteny  But  that  is  plainly  wrong,  for  none  of  the  Orthodox  assert- 
ed that  of  the  eternal  Logos,  but  held  that  he  was  uncreated.  I  prefer  the 
translation  which  I  have  given.  For  all  of  them  did  and  do  hold  that  He  was 
bom  without  being  created.  Bohn's  translation  of  this  document  is  fair,  but  iu 
places  not  exact  Its  rendering  here,  *'  that  He  is  always  being  begotten,  with- 
out having  been  begotten,"  does  not  accord  with  the  Greek,  atiynt/c,  a}n'r/ro}(v/,^ 
as  in  DindorTs  text  With  the  reading  ayevvrjToyevii^  the  meaning  would  be  prac- 
tically about  the  same,  namely,  *' that  he  was  bom  without  being  generated.** 
But  Anus  constantly  ws^d  generated  (}  evvr/divrn)  in  the  sense  of  created  or  made, 
when  he  speaks  of  the  Word.  The  Arians  would  not  understand  generated  ex- 
cept in  the  sense  of  made;  in  order  to  bring  in  a  created  God,  and  hence  creature- 
worship.  But  the  Nicene  Creed  has  a  clause  which  is  aimed  at  that  heresy.  It 
ifl^  ytwSivTa,  ov  voufOevra,  that  is,  ** bom,  not  made,^*  for  from  all  eternity  He  had 
existed  as  **the  Word  within  the  Father,'*  6  Ao>oc  n'6td6(ro(:,  before  He  was  bom 
**outof*  the  Father  just  before  the  worlds  were  made,  and  by  that  birth  out  of 
the  Father's  ** divine  mouth,'*  as  Chapter  VI.  of  the  work  On  the  Orthodox: 
Faiths  under  the  name  of  St  Phoebadius,  words  it,  He  became  "  The  IVord 
borne  forth,**  {6  Kiyoq  nptxpoptKo^). 

(192).  This  was  another  crucial  question  to  the  Arians,  for  they  denied  the 
plain  affirmation  of  Christ  Himself  that  He  had  come  out  of  the  Father.  For 
the  Redeemer  asserts  that  in  John  xvL,  28,  and  John  viii.,  42,  as  explained  else- 
where. To  have  admitted  that  the  Word  had  come  out  of  the  Father  would 
have  pradUcally  admitted  the  truth  that  He  is  what  He  is  expressly  called  in 
fieborewB  i.,  3,  that  is,  **  Character  of  His  Substance,**    Hence  they  insisted  sa 
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thy  brother  m  Caesarea,  and  Theodosius,  and  Paulinas,  and  Athan- 
asius,  and  Gregory,  and  Aetius,  and  all  those  in  the  East  (193),  say 
that  God  existed  unbeginningly  before  the  Son^  they  have  been  made 
anathema,  with  the  exception  [however]  of  Philogonius,  and  Hellan- 
icus,  and  Macarius,  men  who  are  heretics,  and  who  are  not  instrudled 
in  the  first  elements  of  the  Christian  faith  (194),  some  of  whom  say 
that  the  Son  is  a  Belch  (195),  and  others  (196),  that  He  is  an  un- 
created Isstie  (197).  And  we  can  not  endure  even  to  hear  those 
impious  expressions,  [even]  if  the  heretics  should  threaten  us  with 
ten  thousand  deaths.  But  what  do  we  say  and  think,  and  what 
have  we  taught  and  do  teach  ?  [Why],  that  the  Son  is  not  uncreated^ 
nor  a  Part  of  the  Uncreated  One  in  any  manner,  and  moreover  that 
He  was  not  made  out  of  any  previously  existing  thing,  but  that  He 
came  into  existence  by  the  will  and  design  of  God  before  times  and  before 
the  worlds,  that  He  is  full  God,  Sole-generated  [God]  (198),  inconvert- 
ible into  any  thing  else  (199),  and  that  before  He  was  generated,  that 
is  before  He  was  created,  that  is  decreed,  or  foimded  (200),  He  was 

much  on  their  heresies  that  He  was  ^*  made  out  of  things  not  existing,'^''  not  at  all 
out  of  the  Father's  substance,  and  hence  must  be  a  creature,  and  hence  their 
worship  of  Him  was  the  mere  paganism  of  creature- worship  on  their  showing. 

(193).  The  East  includes  here,  as  in  later  times,  Syria  and  Palestine.  We 
will  discuss  the  truth  of  Arius'  statement  further  on. 

(194).  Greek,  av6p6TriJv  aiperiKuv  aKarrix^^v,  The  last  word  means  literally, 
**  not  catechised, ' ' 

(195).  This  is  a  reference  to  the  Septuagint  Greek  version  of  its  Psalm  zliv. ,  i, 
**My  heart  hath  belched  forth  a  good  wordy 

(196).  The  expressions  ''some,**  and  ** others,**  hardly  befit  the  three  per- 
sons only  who  are  specified  above,  and  so  lead  us  to  suspect  that  something  has 
fallen  out  of  here. 

(197).  This  was  the  doctrine  of  St  Theophilus,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  and 
of  the  whole  Church  before  Arius,  and  is  the  doctrine  of  the  Nicene  Creed. 

(198)  Greek,  't7Jjpik  Oeof  fjiavoyev^.  This  might  be  rendered  in  difierent 
ways,  according  to  how  we  punctuate  it  In  Dindorfs  text  of  Epiphanius  there 
is  not  even  a  comma  between  the  words.  Arius,  as  is  clear  fit>m  his  other  utter- 
ances, would  understand  **Soie-generated  **  to  mean  **So/e-created,**  whether  we 
supply  **God**  or  **Son  "  after  it 

(199).     Greek,  ovoAAo/wrof. 

(200).  The  generated,  Arius  derives  from  the  Septuagint  of  Proverbs  viiL, 
25;  the  created  BX\Afounded  from  the  Septuagint  of  Proverbs  viiL,  22,  23.  Those 
were  favorite  texts  of  the  Arians^  which  they  took  in  their  own  perverse  sense. 
Athanasius  refutes  that  sense. 


Account  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils.  181 

not.  For  He  was  not  uncreated.  But  we  are  persecuted  because  we 
have  said  that  the  Son  had  a  beginnings  but  that  God  had  no  begin- 
ning.  For  that  reason  we  are  persecuted,  and  because  we  have  said^ 
that  He  was  made  out  of  non-existing  things.  And  we  have  so  said 
because  He  is  neither  a  Part  of  God^  nor  of  any  previously  existing^ 
thing  (201).  For  that  reason  we  are  persecuted,  as  thou  knowest. 
I  pray  that  thou  mayest  be  strong  in  the  Lord,  and  that  thou  mayest 
be  mindful  of  our  tribulations,  fellow  Ludanist  (202),  thou  who  art 
truly  Eusebius*'  (203). 

Theodoret,  a  partisan  of  Nestorius  in  the  fifth  century,  was  never- 
theless opposed  to  Arius,  and  tells  us  in  his  Ecclesiastical  History^ 
Book  I. ,  Chapter  V. ,  Bohn's  translation,  that  *  'of  those  whose  names  are 
mentioned  in  this  letter,  Eusebius  was  Bishop  of  Caesarea,  Theodotius, 
[spelled  'Theodosius'  in  Epiphanius  here]  Paulinus  of  Tyre,  Athan- 
asius  of  Anazaxi)us,  Gregory  of  Berea,  and  Aetius  of  Lydda.  Lydda  is 
now  called  Diospolis.  Arius  boasted  that  these  were  all  of  one  mind 
with  himself.  He  names  as  his  adversaries,  Philogonius,  Bishop  of 
Antioch,  Hellanicus,  Bishop  of  Tripoli,  and  Macarius,  Bishop  of 
Jerusalem.  He  spread  caltunnies  against  them  because  they  said  that 
the  Son  is  eternal,  existing  before  all  ages,  equal  with  the  Father,  and 
of  the  same  substance. ' ' 

Here  in  this  Letter  to  Eusebius,  we  find  all  but  one  of  the 
heresies  of  Arius  which  are  cursed  by  the  Orthodox  and  God-inspired 
Anathema  at  the  end  of  the  Creed  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council^ 
namely: 

1.  **  There  was  once  when  the  Son  of  God  was  not,'' 

2,  ** Before  He  was  generated  He  7vas  not;'*  the  council,  how- 
ever, understanding  ''generated''  (/evi^Or^vat)  in  the  sense  of  **bom** 

(aoi).     Greek,  ov6e  k^  xmoniifikvov  rtvdc. 

(202.)  Greek,  avXXovKittvund.  The  reference  is  to  Lucian,  the  martyr,  who 
is  said  to  have  taught  what  was  afterwards  termed  the  Arian  heresy.  See  the 
writers  on  him. 

(ao3.)  Greek,  aXtjduf  Evaij3u,  As  Eusebius  means  *'  JHouSt"  the  expression 
'** truly  Eusebius*'  means  ** truly  pious,**  One  impious  creature-server  thus 
compliments  another.  The  article  **  Arianisfn  **  in  McClintock  and  Strong's 
Cyclopedia,  tells  us  that  "  Voigt  (in  his  Lehredes  Athanasius  von  Alexandrien\ 
gives"  the  above  letter  "with  critical  emendations,  which  elucidate  the 
development  of  the  opinions  of  Arius,'*  and  refers  to  a  translation  from  Voigt  by 
Dr.  SchaefiEer,  in  the  Bibliotheca  Sacra,  xzi,  1-58, 
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out  of  the  Father's  eternal  substance,  whereas  Anus  took  it  as 
equivalent  to  **made'*  and  ** created.*'  For  the  Synod  says  just 
before  in  the  same  Creed,  that, 

'' TTie  Son  of  God  was  bom  Sole-Bom^  (yswrjOivTo)  out  of  the 
Father^  that  is  out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father^  God  out  of  God^  Light 
ctit  of  Light y  very  God  out  of  very  God,  born,  not  made,  (jrswTjOivra,  od 
TzotTfOivrd),  of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father,'^ 

3.  *  *  He  was  made  out  of  things  not  existing, ' ' 

4.  *  *  He  was  made  out  of  another  subsistence  or  substance '  *  than 
the  Father. 

5.  ^^  He  was  created  J"  ^ 

6.  *  *  He  is  alterable,  or  co?ivertibie ' '  [into  something  else]. 

The  substance  of  all  those  heresies,  without  exception,  are  found 
in  the  letter  above,  and  in  that  of  Arius  and  his  fellow-heretic's  Letter 
to  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria.  The  exception  is  the  assertion 
that,  '"the  son  of  God  is  alterable  or  convertible''  into  something  else, 
Arius  had  made  that  assertion  before  he  was  cast  out  of  the  Church, 
and  it  was  made  one  of  the  reasons  for  his  just  expulsion.  So  St. 
Athanasius  testifies.  See  Sections  14  and  1 5  of  his  work  on  the  council 
held  at  Arifninum  in  Italy  and  on  that  held  at  Seleucia  i?i  Isauria, 

But,  even  with  that  emendation,  the  virus  of  the  heresy  remains; 
that  is,  Arius  still  makes  God  the  Son  a  creature,  and  hence  lands  at 
last  in  the  primary  sins  of  paganism,  that  is  creature-worship  and 
polytheism;  for  he  worshipped  the  Son  as  a  creature;  and  that,  of 
course,  made  him  a  creature-worshipper.  And  inasmuch  as  he  calls 
the  Son  of  God  a  created  God,  and  therefore  an  inferior  God,  because 
created;  and  inasmuch  as  he  makes  the  Father  another  God  uncreated 
and  eternal,  and  because  uncreated  and  eternal  a  superior  God;  there- 
fore Arius  had  two  Gods,  and  so,  of  course,  was  apolytheist.  Besides 
these  two  Gods,  according  to  Arius,  were  of  diflFerent  substances,  one, 
the  Father's,  being  eternal,  and  the  other,  the  Son's,  being  created  be- 
fore the  world;  and  so  he  worshipped  a  created  substance  as  well  as 
an  uncreated  one. 

Moreover,  he  fights  bitterly  against  the  belief  that  the  Logos  was 
bom  out  of  the  Father's  substance,  and  will  have  it  that  He  was  made 
out  of  things  not  previously  existing.  For  his  Kxoukontian  (that 
is,    ^' out  of  nothing'')  notion    is  meant  as  a  protest    against  the 
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Word's  being  of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father,  and  of  the  same 
eternity. 

Anus,  after  he  was  turned  out  of  the  Church  by  St.  Alexander 

of  Alexandria,  his  Bishop,  seems  to  have  dropped  the  error  that  God 

the  Son  is  liable  to  change.     At  least  he  confesses  just  the  contrary 

tenet  in  his  Epistle  to  Eusebius,  as  do  he  and  his  fellow- Arians  in 

their  Confession  of  Faith  made  to  Pope  Alexander  of  Alexandria. 

DOCUMENT   II. 
ARIUS'    PROFESSION   OF   FAITH, 

Addressed  to  Alexander^  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria^  who  had 
excommunicated  him. 

On  this,  Hahn  in  his  Bibliothek  der  Symbole,  page  i88,  note  929, 
(Breslau,  A.  D.  1877),  states     (I  translate  the  German) : 

**  The  same  [Profession  of  Faith]  is  found  in  a  Letter  which 
Arius,  in  the  name  of  a  number  of  his  friends  and  conjointly  with 
them,  sent  some  time  in  the  year  321,  from  Nicomedia  to  Alexander, 
the  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  in  order  that  he  might  come  to  an  agree- 
ment again  with  him  where  it  might  be  possible.'* 

It  looks  much  more  like  an  artful,  but  uncompromising  and 
open  declaration  of  war  against  the  Divinity  of  Christ,  and,  by  con- 
sequence, against  Christ's  command  to  worship  God  alone,  Matt,  iv., 

10.     Epiphanius,  as  we  see  below,  deemed  it  worse  than  the  above 
letter. 

It  is  found  in  the  fullest  form  in  St.  Epiphanius  On  Heresies, 
Heresy  LXIX.,  Sections  7  and  8.  It  is  found  also  in  Section  16  of 
St.  Athanasius  On  the  Council  held  at  Ariminiim,  in  Italy,  and  that  at 
Seleucia^  in  Isauria,  and  is  rendered,  most  of  it,  into  English,  in  the 
Oxford  translation.  It  is  given  in  the  second  edition  of  Hahn*s 
Bibliothek  'der  Symhole,  pages  188-189.  I  have  followed  mainly 
Hahn's  text,  but  where  he  has  not  given  all  of  it  I  have  followed 
Epiphanius,  as  above.  I  have  deemed  Newman's  translation  mis- 
taken in  two  or  more  places,  and  have  preferred  another  rendering  in 
them. 

Epiphanius,  after  mentioning  the  letter  above  of  Arius  to  Euse- 
bitis»  brings  in  the  following  epistle,  with  these  words  : 

*•  But  we  subjoin  another  letter,  also  written  from  Nicomedia  to 
the  most  holy  Pope,  Alexander,  by  way  of  defence,  forsooth,  and 
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worse  again,  for  it  is  filled  full  of  the  blasphemous  words  of  his  con* 

tinual  poison-darting,  and  it  was  sent  oflF  by  him  to  Alexandria*' 
(204). 

Athanasius,  in  his  work  above  mentioned,  Section  16,  intro- 
duces it  as  follows : 

**  And  moreover  what  they  wrote  by  letter  to  the  blessed  Alex- 
ander, the  Bishop,  is  as  follows  : 

**  *  7>  our  blessed  Father  and  Bishops  Alexander^  the  presbyters  and 
the  deacons  wish  joy  in  the  Lord, 

*** Our  faith  from  our  forefathers,  which  we  have  learned  from 
thee  also,  blessed  Father  (205)  is  this : 

**  *  We  acknowledge  one  God,  alone  Ungenerated,  alone  Eternal,, 
alone  without  a  beginning,  alone  real  God,  who  alone  has  immortality,, 
is  alone  wise,  alone  good,  alone  Sovereign,  alone  Judge  [of  all]  (206). 
Controller,  Manager,  Immutable,  and  Inconvertible  into  anything^ 
else,  just  and  good,  and  He  is  the  God  of  the  Law  and  of  the 
Prophets  and  of  the  New  Testement:  who  generated  a  Sole-Bom 
Son  before  world- times  (207),  through  whom  He  has  made  both  the 

(204).     Epiphanius  ^;»  //<fr(?5y  LXIX.,  that  of  Xh^AriomaniacSfSecWoii'j. 

(205).  Greek,  Moica/^V  Udntji ;  that  is  **  Most  Blessed  PopeJ*^  Father  in  old 
times  was  the  title  of  all  Bishops ;  but  in  later  ages  in  the  untranslated  and 
altered  form,  Pope  is  unwisely,  in  Western  lands,  generally  confined  to  the 
Bishop  of  Rome,  though  in  the  Anglican  confirmation  service  the  Bishop  is 
called  Father.  Sophocles,  in  his  Greek  Lexicon,  under  the  term  'na-Koq^  defines 
it  as  follows  :  ^^Vdi'peLf  father,  a  title  given  to  bishops  in  general,  and  to  those 
of  Alexandria  and  Rome  in  particular. "  He  gives  a  number  of  references  there 
on  it  to  old  Christian  writers.  See  also  Bingham*8  Antiquities,  Book  XL,  Chap> 
ter  ii. ,  Section  7,  to  much  the  same  effect  In  the  form  iraira^  it  is  used  among 
the  Greeks  for  presbyters,  as  Sophocles  shows  under  that  word ;  and  among  the 
Latins,  in  the  form  Father,  it  is  used  for  them,  and  so  among  a  few  Anglicans. 

(206).    The  words  ^'ofalt^^  are  in  Epiphanius,  not  Athanasius. 

(207).  Newman  here  renders,  *  *  before  eternal  times,**  but  that  is  manifestly 
wrong,  because  (i)  Arius,  in  the  very  Confession  above,  shows  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve in  the  doctrine  of  the  Eternal  Generation  of  the  Son,  and  **  before  eternal 
/fin^j*' seems  to  mean  that  The  Greek  is  npd  xp^v*^  akwiunf.  It  is  true  that 
aiuvioc  does  often  mean  eternal,  but  asLiddell  and  Scott,  in  their  Greek  Lexicon^. 
show  under  that  word  it  sometimes  means  what  relates  to  the  u/orld,  as  for  ex- 
ample, in  their  quotation  from  Herodian,  aliivioi  Bkaiy — ludi  seculares,  games  foK 
the  world,  or  worldly  games.  So  the  Latin  equivalent  saecularis  was  sometimes 
used  as  is  shown  under  saecularis  in  Harpers*  Latin  Dictionary  for  what  19 
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worlds  and  all  things ;  and  generated  Him  not  in  [mere]  seeming  [so 
to  do]  but  in  reality ;  and  made  Him  subordinate  to  His  own  will 
(208),  [to  be]  an  immutable,  an  inconvertible,  and  perfect  creature  of 
God,  but  not  as  one  of  the  creatures ;  a  thing  generated,  but  not  as 
one  of  the  things  generated ;  and  that  Generated  Thing  of  the  Father 
is  not  an  Issue  [out  of  the  Father]  though  Valentinus  asserted  that  as  a 
dogma;  nor  do  we  hold  Manichaeus'  innovation  that  a  Generated  Thing 
is  a  same-substance  Part  of  the  Father ;  nor  do  we  hold,  like  Sabel- 
lius,  who  separated  the  Monad  of  Divinity  and  asserted  [the  dodlrine 
of]  a  Son-Father  (209),  nor,  like  Hieracas,  do  we  hold  [to  the  doc- 
trine that]  He  is  Lamp  from  Lamp,  nor  that  one  Torch-light  has  been 
divided  into  two:  nor  that  He  who  existed  before  was  generated 
or  created  into  a  Son  besides ;  as  thou  thyself  also,  blessed  Father,. 
in  the  midst  of  the  church  and  in  [the]  Session  (210)  hast  often  for- 
bidden those  who  brought  in  those  errors ;  but,  as  we  assert,  He  was 
created  by  the  will  of  the  Father  before  times  (211)  and  before  the 

worldly y  secular^  what  pertaius  to  this  world.  Moreover  (2),  time  did  not  exist 
before  the  world  was  made.  Furthermore  (3),  Arius,  in  the  above  Confession^ 
uses  *ui^v  for  world;  and  (4)  it  is  used  in  that  sense  plainly  in  the  Creed  of  the 
Second  Ecumenical  CounciL  (5),  As  is  shown  in  the  fourth  note  below,  the 
words,  .r/'ot^'wc  a'<^»"o<C,  are  translated  in  King  James*  English  Version,  **  since 
the  xt/orld  began,  *  *  not  *  *  since  eternal  times. '  *  They  evidently  mean,  * '  in  world 
times^**  and  their  sense  is  well  given  by  the  rendering  in  our  English  Version. 
So,  exactly  the  same  expression  of  Arius*  Confession,  irpd  xi^vtjv  aiuviuv^  is  found 
in  n.  Timothy  i.,  9,  and  its  literal  sense  of  **  before  world-times^'*  is  preserved, 
in  effect,  in  the  King  James*  Version,  in  the  words,  **  before  the  world  began. '^ 

(208).  The  Greek  is,  vroariioaxra  6k  id/'u  QOJi^ari^  arpenrov,  etc.  Newman 
has,  **  and  made  Him  subsist  at  His  own  will  unalterable,^*  etc,  which  may  be 
correct,  but  as  the  expression  may  be  translated  either  so  or  as  above,  it  seems 
doubtful. 

(209).  That  is,  the  Sabellians  said  that  the  Son  is  the  same  Person  as  the 
Father,  and  the  Father  the  same  Person  as  the  Son. 

(310).  Probably  the  meeting  of  the  Bishop  with  his  presbyters,  deacons,  and 
perhaps  clergy  lower  than  deacon,  in  which  he  instrudled  them  in  their  duties,. 
gave  tihem  his  orders,  etc.    The  Greek  \ski»  avvt6pi(f>, 

(211).  Greek,  npd  xP^vov  /cat  -niih  atuvuv  KriaBhra,  that  is.  He  was  created  be- 
fore time  began  and  before  the  worlds  were  made.  As  time  began  when  the 
worlds  were  made,  so  it  ends  with  the  end  of  the  world ;  Rev.  x.,  6.  Compare 
the  Greek  of  Romans  zvi.,  25,  and  of  II.  Timothy  i.,  9.  In  Romans  xvi.,  25, 
XpAwM^  aiuvioi^  is  rendered  in  the  Common  Version,  and  well,  by  **  since  the 
world  began  "  (literally,  it  is,  "  in  world  times:*  that  is  during  the  time  of  this 


186  Chapter  III. 


worlds,  and  has  received  both  life  and  being  from  the  Father,  and 
the  Father  put  under  Him  as  well  as  under  Himself  the  dignities 
{212).  For  the  Father  in  giving  Him  the  inheritance  of  all  things 
did  not  deprive  Himself  of  those  things  which  He  has  ingenerately 
in  Himself  (213) :  for  He  is  the  Fountain  of  all  things,  so  that  there 
are  Three  Subsistences  (214).  And  God,  being  the  Cause  of  all 
things,  was  without  beginning  and  utterly  Sole ;  but  the  Son  wa» 
generated  before  time  began  by  the  Father  and  was  created  and 
founded  before  the  worlds.  He  was  not  before  He  was  generated, 
but  having  been  generated  before  time  and  before  all  things.  He 
alone  existed  under  the  Father.  For  He  is  not  eternal,  or  co-eternal 
or  co-unmade  (215)  with  the  Father:  nor  has  He  existed  as  long  as 

world;  and  in  II.  Timothy  i.,  9,  T^itd  xnoiHJv  ahjuiuv  (literally,   ^*  before  world- 

/fw^j*M  is  well  translated  by  *^ before  the  zvorld  began.^*  Compare  the  note 
fourth  above. 

(212).  Greek,  nai  rrif  iWc«f  r.vvurrf<jT ifonvrt.tr  avri^  mb  llarpoc.  Newman,  in  the 
Oxford  translation  of  St.  Athanasius*  Treatises  Agatnst  Arianism^  page  98, 
renders  it,  "  The  Father  who  gave  subsistence  to  His  glories,  together  with 
Him.''  But  I  prefer  to  take  ra^  lUj^ar  in  the  sense  of  **  digfiities,**  as  in  Jude  i., 
8,  in  the  passage,  **  and  speak  evil  0/ dignities**  (<J<Jw).  The  meaning  is  that 
the  Father  gave  the  Son  dominion  over  angels  and  all  crented  dignities.  That 
is  the  teaching  of  Scripture,  as  in  Hebrews  i.,  6,  etc,  and  best  agrees  with  what 
immediately  follows  the  above  in  Arius*  Confession, 

(213^    That  is,  those  prerogatives  of  rule  over  created  dignities  and  all 

other  things,  for  these  prerogatives,  Arius  means,  inhere  in  the  very  Nature  of 

the  Father,  and  are  not  a  production  and  grant  to  Him  in  time,  or  just,  before 
time. 

(214).    Greek  as  in  Hahn's  text,  cxrre  rpeig  elat  t'lroardaeic.   The  word  viroaraatCy 

means  subsistence^  that  is  being,  and  also  substance;  and  from  the  sense  of  being 
passed  into  the  sense  of  Person  in  Christian  writers.  But  no  Christian  writer 
would  say  *  *  There  are  three  substances , '  *  but  *  *  only  one  substance**  of  which  each 
Hypostasis,  that  is  Person,  formed  part  See  Suicer  under  imdoraai^  where  we 
see  how  the  ancient  Latins  who  took  that  term  in  the  sense  of  substance  shunned 
the  expression  of  Orthodox  writers,  *  *  There  are  three  Hypostases  *  *  ('^k  wroardcre/f ), 
because  they  took  it  to  mean,  **  There  are  three  substances.**  Suicer  shows  how- 
ever that  the  difficulty  disappeared  when  the  Orthodox  Greek  writers  explained 
that  they  did  not  mean  to  deny  that  the  whole  Trinity  are  but  one  Substance, 
but  that  they  took  Hypostasis  {yTrooraaiq)  in  the  sense  of  Person,  The  Greeks 
and  the  Latins  finally  came  to  use  both  those  terms  in  the  same  sense  as  they  do 
still.  Arius,  on  the  contrary,  held  that  there  are  Three  different  Substances: 
4md  that  two  of  them,  the  Son  and  the  Spirit  are  creatures.  As  to  the  Arian 
belief  on  the  Spirit  see  Athanasitis  as  quoted  below. 

(215).  Epiphanius,  on  Heresy  LXIX.,  Section  8,  has  here  oifvayivvtro^, 
*^ co-ungenerated,**  not  co-unmade,**  owayhfrtK,  but  as  Arius  taktsihe generatiom 
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the  Father  has,  as  some  assert  as  to  their  relations,  [thus]  bringing 
in  two  tingenerated  Origins  (216),  but  as  God  was  [at  first]  the  Sole 
•One  and  the  Origin  of  all  things,  so  He  was  before  all  things.  And 
therefore  He  was  before  the  Son,  as  we  have  also  learned  from  thee 
when  thou  wast  preaching  in  the  midst  of  the  Church.  Inasmuch 
therefore  as  He  has  from  God  His  being  and  His  glories  and  His  life, 
and  inasmuch  as  all  things  have  been  delivered  to  Him,  in  that 
sense,  God  is  his  Origin  (217).  For  He  began  Him  (218)  as  being 
His  God  and  as  being  before  Him. 

But  if  the  expression  ' out 0/ Him'  (219),  and  the  expression 
^  out  of  the  belly  (220),  and  the  expression  */  came  out  of  the  Father 
•4indam  come'  (221),  be  understood  by  any  persons  to  mean  that  the 
Son  is  a  same-substance  Part  of  Him  and  that  He  is  an  Issue  (222), 
[out  of  the  Father]  it  will  follow,  according  to  their  notion,  that  the 
Father  is  put  together  and  separable  and  mutable  and  a  body ;  and,  so 
fax  as  they  can  bring  it  to  pass,  the  God  who  is  without  a  body  will 
suffer  those  things  which  belong  to  a  body.  I  pray  that  thou  mayest 
be  strong  in  the  Lord,  blessed  Father. 

of  the  Word  to  mean  His  being  created^  both  expressions  according  to  his  heresy 
mean  the  same  thing. 

(216).  That  is  Two  ungenerated  First  Principles  of  all  things,  that  is  Two 
-Sources,  Two  Beginners,  that  is  Two  Originators  of  all  things;  and  not  one  only. 

(217).    That  is,  His  Originator,  apx^  avrov. 

(218).  Greek,  Apx^*  yaii  avrov,  Newman  renders  it,  in  the  Oxford  transla- 
tion of  S.  Athanasins*  Treatises  Against  Arianismy  page  98,  '*  For  He  is  above 
Him,^^  But  the  translation  which  I  have  given  seems  to  me  to  agree  better  with 
Arias'  context,  and  what  we  know  of  his  heretical  ideas  as  to  the  Son  being  a 
•creature  of  the  Father. 

(219).    Greek,  i^  avrov.    Arins  seems  to  refer  to  John  viii.,  42,  eyij  yap  U  rov 
eeov  k^^Bov  Kal  ^Ku,  literally,  **  For  / came  out  of  God,  and  am  come,'*  and  to 
John  xvi.,    2p,    i^^^fhv  h  rov  riarpdc  nal  kyj?.vda  e}^  rov  Kdofiov^    literally,    **  I  came 
.out  of  the  Father ^  and  have  come  into  the  world. ^^ 

(220).  The  Greek  Septuagint  Version  of  Psalm  cix.,  3,  (Psalm  ex.,  3,  in  the 
Tj^gftah  Version),  w  yaorpbc  irpb  *Eu<ji^pov  kyhnnjad  <Tf,  literally,  *'/  brought  thee 
forth  out  of  the  belly  before  the  morning  star ' '  [was  made]. 

(221).  Arms  seems  to  qnote  here  from  memory  only,  and  to  mix  up  John 
'viiL,  42,  and  John  xvi.,  28.    See  them  in  the  note  last  but  one  above. 

(222).     Greek,  uc  ftipo^  avrov  ofioovoiov  koI  u^  irpoPoX^, 
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Anus, 

Aeithales, 

Achillas, 

Carpones, 

Sarmatas, 

Anus,  [who  are]  presbyters. 

\         [The]  deacons^ 
•  Euzoius, 

Lucius, 

Julius, 

Menas, 

Helladius, 

Gaius. 

[The]  Bishops, 

Secundus,  of  Pentapolis, 

Theonas,  a  Libyan, 

Pistus,  [whom  the  Arians  ordained  for  Alexandria]. 

The  last  six  words,  which  I  have  bracketed,  must,  I  think,  be  air 
addition  by  way  of  explanation  made  by  St.  Epiphanius,  or  by  some 
other,  for  according  to  Gammack*s  article  **/fe/«j,"  in  Smith  and 
Wace*s  Dictionary  of  Christian  Biography^  Pistus  was  not  made 
Bishop  of  Alexandria  till  A.  D.  336,  337  or  338,  and  therefore  not 
till  long  after  this  document. 

REMARKS  ON  ARIUS'    CONFESSION. 

From  the  above  it  is  clear, 

I.  That  Arius  made  the  Son  to  be  a  Creature^  thought  he  ad* 
mitted  and  thought  that  He  vfd&  generated,  which  he  evidently  takes 
to  mean,  He  was  created,  before  the  worlds  were  made,  and  so  before 
world-time  began.  Indeed  he  expressly  confesses  in  this  document 
that  the  Father  made  the  worlds  and  all  things  through  Him, 

The  docftrine  of  the  Ante-Nicene  Fathers  that  the  Word  is  an 
issue  (jrpo^okij)  out  of  the  Father  just  before  the  worlds  he  slanderously^ 
compares  to  a  Valentinian  myth,  which  is  not  Christian  at  all,  and 
which  has  nothing  in  common  with  the  Christian  dodlrineof  the  issue 
of  the  Logos,  co-eternal  and  consubstantial  with  the  Father,  out  of 
Him.     Newman  shows,  in  a  note  on  page  97  of  his  English  txansla-^ 
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tion  of  S.  Athanasitis'  Treatises  Against  Arianism^  that  the  Arian 
Asterius  thought  that  *^ issue''  (npofioXij)  conveys  the  idea  of  a  bring- 
ing forth  of  a  child  {rtxyoyovia).  But  some,  or  most,  of  the  ancients, 
as  will  be  shown  in  a  Dissertation  elsewhere  in  this  series  On  Eternal 
Birth,  did  believe  that  the  eternal  Logos  was  bom  out  of  the  Father's 
mouth  just  before  all  the  worlds,  and  so  understood  Bcclesiasticus 
xxiv.,  3,  to  teach  and  followed  it.     I  quote  it : 

**/  [Wisdom]  came  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  Most  High,  and, 
like  a  mist,  /covered  the  earth,''  On  Texts  of  Scripture,  in  a  special 
Dissertation  elsewhere  in  this  series,  I  have  shown  that  St.  Cyprian, 
Bishop  of  Carthage  from  A.  D.  248  to  258,  when  he  died  a  martyr  for 
Christ;  Ladlantius,  who  wrote  in  the  first  half  of  the  fourth  century ; 
and  St.  Phaebadius,  Bishop  of  Agen  in  Gaul,  who  flourished  in  the 
last  half  of  the  same  century ;  all  take  that  text  to  mean  that  the 
Logos  was  bom  out  of  the  Father's  mouth  just  before  the  worlds 
were  made. 

In  the  same  Dissertation  I  have  shown  that  ancient  writers  take 
the  words  of  Psalm  xliv.,  i,  in  the  Septuagint  Version,  to  mean  that 
the  Father  '* belched"  the  eternal  Logos;  and  that  naturally  implies 
that  the  Logos  was  belched  out  of  the  Father's  mouth.  For  that  is 
the  only  opening  that  we  know  of  in  his  body  of  Spirit.  So  Tertul- 
lian,  of  Century  II.  and  III. ;  Novatian,  the  Schismatic  of  Century 
III.,  who  was  however  Orthodox  on  the  Trinity;  St.  Cypian,  Bishop  of 
Carthage  A.  D.  248-258,  (compare  his  testimony  on  Bcclesiasticus 
xxiv.,  3,  above  referred  to);  St.  Victorinus,  Bishop  of  Petau,  who 
is  believed  to  have  died  a  martyr  for  Christ  in  the  Diocletian  persecu- 
tion A.  D.  303-313;  Ladlantius,  in  the  first  half  of  the  fourth  cen- 
tury; Phaebadius,  Bishop  of  Agen  in  Gaul,  who  flourished  in  the 
last  half  of  the  fourth  century;  all  understood  Psalm  xliv.,  i,  in 
the  Septuagint  to  teach  that  the  Father  belched  the  Logos,  which 
implies  that  he  belched  Him  out  of  His  mouth.  Indeed,  St.  Cyprian,. 
Lactantius,  and  St.  Phaebadius,  as  has  been  said  above,  expressly 
teach  that  the  Father  belched  the  Logos  out  of  His  mouth.  See 
their  remarks  on  Bcclesiasticus  xxiv.,  3,  quoted  in  \h&  Dissertation 
above  specified. 

And  that  seems  to  have  been  the  belief  of  all  the  ancient  writers 
whom  I  have  quoted  in  that  Dissertation  on  the  Septuagint  of  Psalm 
xxxiii.,  6,  and  on  Psalm  dx.,  3,  except  mainly  or  wholly  the  writers 
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of  Alexandria  and  its  jurisdidlion,  in  Africa,  who  did  not  believe  that 
God  has  any  body ;  nor,  consequently  any  mouth  at  all.  For  quite 
a  number  of  the  ancient  Christian  writers  believed  that  God  the 
Father  has  a  body,  according  to  the  common  and  uniform  itpresenta- 
tions  of  Him  in  Scripture,  but  of  course  a  body,  as  TertuUian  writes, 
of  Spirit,  not  a  body  of  flesh  with  its  digestive  and  procreative  organs. 
And  that  view  can  not,  I  think,  be  said  to  have  been  condemned  in 
any  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils.  But  I  treat  of  that  topic  else- 
where on  Nicaea  in  a  special  Dissertation  which  I  hope  soon  ta 
publish. 

Having  said  thus  much  on  the  Arian  Asterius'  objection  to  the 
Orthodox  doc5lrine  that  the  Logos  was  boni  out  of  the  Father,  as 
stated  by  Newman  in  the  note  above  mentioned,  let  me  add  on  the 
other  hand,  that  Newman  shows  in  the  same  note  that  Tertulliaii 
used  the  term  Issue ^  of  the  Logos,  with  a  protest  against  the  Valeu- 
tiniaii  sense,  and  that  Justin,  the  martyr,  also  used  the  word  ''  Isstu\"' 
of  the  Logos ;  and  that  Gregory  of  Nazianzus  made  a  similar  use  of 
it  by  calling  the  Father  -//r^JaAsy?,  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  that  is,  the  One 
who  caused  the  Holy  Spirit  to  issue.  He  well  adds,  **Arius  intro- 
duces the  word  [Issuel  here  as  an  ajgunicntu^n  ad  tJividiam^^'  and 
refers  on  that  point  to  Hilar>'  On  the  Triiiily  VI.,  9.  See  the  refer- 
ences to  those  writers  in  that  note  of  Newman's. 

So  Arius,  in  the  same  malignant  and  crafty  and  deceptive  spirit 
of  wickedness,  compares,  just  below,  the  Christian  do<5lrine  of  the 
birth  of  the  Consubstantial  Logos  out  of  the  Father  to  a  Manichaean 
m5-th,  which  is  An ti -Scriptural  and  Anti-Christian,  and  which  has 
nothing  in  common  with  the  Christian  doc5lrine  of  the  birth  of  the  Con- 
substantial  and  Co-eternal  Word  out  of  the  Father ;  and  so,  like  the 
Valentinian  comparison  above,  and  that  of  the  Manichaean  Hieracas 
below,  it  is  not  at  all  pertinent  to  the  case. 

Next  he  brings  in  the  Sabellian"  do<5lrine,  that  the  Son  is  the 
same  Person  as  the  Father,  which  is  not  pertinent  to  the  discussion 
between  himself  and  the  Orthodox  Alexander,  because  no  Orthodox 
man  entertains  that  heresy. 

Then,  in  the  same  Spirit  of  malignity,  Arius  brings  in  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Manichaean  Hieracas  of  a  light  from  a  light,  or  the 
dividing  of  a  torch  light,  a  blazing  fagot,  for  instance,  into  two.  But 
neither  Alexander  nor  any  other  Orthodox  man  held  that  Manichaean 
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error.  Manichaeanism,  with  its  two  Eternal  Principles,  Good  and 
Evil,  was  pol)rtheistic,  and  sternly  rejedled  the  Orthodox  do<5lrine  of 
the  Eternal  Divinity  of  the  lyOgos  as  much  as  Arianism  did,  and  was 
firmly  Anti-  Trinitarian  and  Anti-Christian. 

Then  at  last,  after  so  many  invidious  and  not  pertinent  com- 
parisons, Arius  comes  to  one  that  is.  Now  he  leaves  Heresies  which 
were  held  by  none  of  the  Orthodox,  and  comes  to  a  dodlrine  which 
the  majority  of  the  Ante-Nicene  writers  did  hold;  all,  according  to 
Newman  himself,  except  the  Alexandrian  School,  namely,  that  the 
co-eternal  and  consubstantial  Logos,  who  was  within  the  Father  from 
all  eternity,  was  bom  out  of  Him  just  before  the  worlds  were  made, 
and  to  make  them,  though  Arius,  after  his  malignant  fashion  of  mis- 
representing, speaks  of  it  as  the  do(5lrine  that  ' '  He  who  existed  be/ore^ 
wcLS  afterwards  generated  or  created  up  into  a  Son  besides^ ' '  from  which 
we  may  infer  that  he  was  acquainted  with  the  do<5lrine  of  St.  Justin 
the  Martyr  and  of  St.  Theophilus  of  Antioch,  that  the  co-eternal 
Logos  of  the  Father,  Endiathetic,  that  is,  inside  the  Father,  became 
ProphoriCy  that  is.  Borne  Forth  by  birth  out  of  Him  just  before  the 
worlds  were  made.  His  way  of  describing  that  birth  as  a  creating  up 
into  a  Son  besides,  might  lead  us  to  suppose  that  some  of  the  Ortho- 
dox, with  whose  views  he  had  become  acquainted,  understood  the 
K'jpio^  ixTtei  p.z^  ''The  Lord  Created  {or  ^  built')  me''  of  Prov.  \4ii.,  22, 
in  the  Septuagint,  to  mean  that  just  before  the  worlds  were  made,  the 
Father  made  His  co-eternal  Logos  a  Son  when  He  brought  Him  forth 
out  of  Himself.  Tertullian,  as  elsewhere  quoted,  in  the  Dissertation 
Ofi  Eternal  Birth,  held  that  view. 

Arius  then  goes  on .  to  state  that  Alexander,  the  Bishop  of 
Alexandria,  had  often  in  the  midst  of  the  Church,  and  in  the  Session, 
of  his  lower  clergy,  seemingly  denounced  not  only  the  view  of 
Valentinus  which  he  has  just  mentioned,  and  that  of  Manichaeus,  and 
that  of  Sabellius  and  that  of  Hieracas,  but  also,  seemingly  at  first 
sight,  that  of  all  the  Orthodox  out  of  Alexandria  and  its  jurisdidlion, 
namely,  that  the  co-eternal  and  consubstantial  Logos  was  not  bom 
out  of  the  Father  just  before  the  worlds  were  made  and  to  make  them, 
and  so  became  a  Son  by  that  birth;  but  that  He  was  eternally  bom 
out  of  the  Father  and  so  was  eternally  the  Son.  If  this  inference  be 
correct,  we  may  conclude  that  Alexander  had  gotten  his  opinion  of 
Sternal  Generation  from  a  noted  man  of  the  Alexandrian  School, 
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Origen,  or  at  least  that  he  adopted  Origen's  view,  and  that  he  main- 
tained it,  and  that  Athanasius  and  Cyril,  his  successors,  in  that  see,  in 
doing  the  same,  simply  followed  the  traditions  of  that  School. 

Yet  there  is  a  very  important  clause  farther  on  in  this  Confession 
which  seems  to  throw  doubt  on  those  inferences,  for  Arius  asserts 
that  he  had  learned  from  Alexander's  preaching  in  the  midst  of  the 
church  that  the  Father  was  before  the  Son,  which  seems  irreconcilable 
with  the  notion  that  Alexander  believed  in  the  dodlrine  of  the  Son*s 
Eternal  Birth.  Yet  Arius  may  only  mean  to  charge  on  Alexander 
that  he  had  contradidled  himself:  for  in  a  doctunent  written  after  his 
expulsion  from  Alexandria,  but  before  this,  that  is  his  Epistle  to 
Eusebius,  Bishop  of  Nicomedia,  he  expressly  accuses  Alexander  of 
Alexandria,  his  former  Bishop,  of  holding  to  the  co-eternity  of  the 
Son  as  Son  with  the  Father.  Or  he  may  mean  to  accuse  him  of 
having  formerly  held  Arian  views  on  those  themes,  though  a  heretic 
excommunicated  is  not  always  a  reliable  witness  against  the  man 
who  excommunicated  him.  Besides  if  Alexander  did  at  any  time 
hold  heretical  views  against  God  the  Son*s  Divinity,  he  certainly  got 
rid  of  them  and  made  a  firm  champion  for  them  at  the  outset  of  the 
Arian  controversy  and  excommunicated  their  chief  propagator,  the 
arch-heretic  Arius  himself. 

We  see,  2,  from  the  above  Confession,  that  all  the  Arian  worship 
of  the  Son  was  the  worship  of  a  creature ,  and  consequently  that  on 
their  own  showing  they  were  creature-worshippers:  and  that  is  con- 
trar>'  to  Christ's  own  fundamental  law  in  Matthew  iv.,  10,  **  Thou 
sluxlt  bow  to  the  Lord  thy  God  and  Him  only  shalt  thou  serve,  * ' 

And,  3,  that  inasmuch  as  they  had  two  Gods,  one  the  Father 
uncreated  and  eternal,  and  because  uncreated  and  eternal,  therefore  a 
superior  God;  and  another,  the  Son,  created  and  non-eternal,  and 
because  created  and  non-eternal,  therefore  an  inferior  God;  they  were, 
therefore,  polytheists,  for  polytheist  means  any  and  every  one  who 
has  more  gods  than  one. 

Hence  they  held  to  the  two  fundamental  errors  of  paganism,  and, 
as  Athanasius  taught,  were  to  be  regarded  as  heathens,  and  not  as 
Christians. 

4.  In  passing,  though  it  is  anticipating  events  in  the  century 
anext  following,  I  would  say  that  £he  principle  contained  in  St.  Cjnril  of 
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Lexandria*s  Anathema  VIII.,  which,  in  God's  name,  and  in  strict 
cordance  with  the  use  of  the  Anathema  in  Galatians  i.,  8,  9,  against 
rversions  of  the  Gospel  and  against  new-£uigled  Gospels,  curses, 
at  is,  anathematizes  the  Nestorians  for  giving  the  name  God  to  a 
eature,  that  is,  to  a  man,  would  apply  to  the  Arians,  for  they  re- 
irded  the  Son  as  a  creature,  and  yet  called  him  God. 

5.  From  the  latter  part  of  the  Confession  of  Arius  we  see  that 
e  Orthodox  had  met  Arius  with  texts  which  teach  as  in  the  Sep- 
agint,  and  in  the  New  Testament,  the  dodbine  that  the  Logos  was 
»m  out  ofih^  Father. 

They  evidently  understood  in  that  sense  the  words,  ^^out  op^  in 
e  Septuagint  of  Psalm  dx.,  3,  "  /  brought  thee  forth  out  of  the  beUy^ 
c  YaaTpbi)\  the  ^^  out  of  God''  in  the  expression  in  John  viii.,  42, 
I  came  out  of  God''  (ix  roD  Biob  iSrjX0ov);  and  the  same  words,  "  out 
]"  in  John  xvi.,  28,  in  the  passage,  **/  catne  out  of  the  Father^** 

?^XOov  ix  TOO  Jlarpd^'),  ^ 

The  Greek  word  ix  does  primarily  mean  out  of  and  is  so  defined 
I4ddell  and  Scott's  Greek-English  Lexicon  of  A.  D.  1850,  (Har- 
ITS,  New  York),  and  in  the  ^^  Sixth  Edition^  Revised  and  Aug* 
mted,  Oxford,"  A.  D.  1869;  whereas  a^r^,  another  Greek  preposi- 
m,  means  ''from,"  that  is,  from  the  outside  of  any  thing.  And  so 
L  those  expressions  of  Holy  Writ  which  speak  of  the  Son  as  having 
me  out  of  (ix)  the  Father,  were  understood  by  the  Orthodox  to 
Ter  to  His  birth  out  of\h&  Father. 

Arius,  following  the  notion  of  Origen,  then  prevalent  in  the 
lexandrian  School  among  the  leaders  of  both  parties,  the  Orthodox 
d  the  Arians,  that  God  the  Father  has  no  body  for  the  Logos  to 
me  out  of,  advances  that  notion  as  a  reply.    « 

But  it  is  no  reply,  for  a  large  part  of  the  Church  held,  as  the 
isses  in  all  communions  do  still,  that  God  the  Father  has  a  body, 
lat  was  the  teaching  of  some  of  the  Ante-Nicene  writers.  I  show 
at  in  a  Dissertation  on  that  topic  in  another  part  of  this  series,  and 
tiave  referred  to  some  of  them  above  also.  Indeed,  the  indignation 
the  Egyptian  monks,  who  seem  to  have  been  the  great  bulk  of 
eir  order  there,  against  even  Theophilus,  their  Patriarch,  when 
ey  supposed  he  meant  to  favor  Origen's  view,  and  his  submission 
them,  proves  the  strength  in  the  early  part  of  the  fourth  century, 
en  in  Egypt,  of  the  view  that  the  Father  has  a  body,  and  the 
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weakness  of  the  view  that  He  has  not.  This  is  clear  from  the 
accoimt  of  the  event  as  given  by  Socrates  and  Sozomen,  both  of 
whom,  as  their  statements  on  it  show,  were  Incorporealists  and 
Origenists  on  that  matter,  and  were  so  prejudiced  as  Constantinopoli- 
tans  against  Theophilus,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  for  his  course  against 
John,  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  that  they  do  not  seem  capable  of 
doing  him  justice ;  so  that  they  accuse  him  of  deceiving  the  monks, 
who  were  angered  against  him  for  denying  that  God  has  a  body. 

Thus,  for  instance,  in  his  account  in  Chapter  7,  Book  VI.,  of  his 
Ecclesiastical  History^  of  the  disobedience  of  the  four  Lo7ig  Monks ^  as 
they  were  termed,  Discorus  (or  **Dioscorus"),  and  his  three  brothers, 
Ammonius  (or  **Ammon"),  Eusebius  and  Euthymius,  to  their 
patriarch  Theophilus,  who  had  been  so  kind  as  to  make  Discorus 
Bishop  of  Hermopolis,  in  Egypt,  and  two  others  of  them  clergymen, 
and  gave  them  the  management  of  Ecclesiastical  aflFairs ;  Socrates 
asperses,  after  his  unwise  wont  when  speaking  of  Theophilus,  his 
motives,  and  faults  him  for  simply  doing  his  duty.  For,  contrary  to 
the  Canons,  they  withdrew  themselves  from  Church-work,  where  their 
services  were  needed,  to  live  the  lazy  and  useless  life  of  the  desert » 
contrary  to  the  Spirit  of  Christ's  prayer  to  His  Father  not  to  take  his 
disciples  out  of  the  world,  but  to  keep  them  from  the  evil  {John  xvii., 
15).  They  left  Christ's  sin-beset  sheep  to  be  torn  by  the  wolf,  and 
fled  away  in  their  utter  selfishness.  Their  Archbishop,  Theophilus, 
like  a  true  shepherd,  warned  them  to  come  back  to  their  boundeii 
duty,  but  they  were  rebellious,  and  refused.  Their  evil  example 
might  become  infedlious,  and  others  might  be  led  to  shirk  their 
duties  as  well,  and  to  desert  their  posts.  The  only  reason  given  by 
the  four  Tail  Brothers,  according  to  Socrates  in  the  same  chapter, 
was  childish  enough,  namely,  that  Theophilus  was  devoted  to  gain 
and  to  the  acquisition  of  wealth,  and  that  they  feared  that  his  ex- 
ample would  be  injurious  to  their  souls,  and  that  they  greatly  pre- 
ferred solitude  to  living  in  the  city.  But  were  such  a  set  of  lazy 
fanatics  fit  judges  of  their  patriarch  ?  And,  if  any  rational  cause  for 
accusation  existed,  could  they  not  have  called  him  to  account  by  an 
appeal  to  the  whole  Church  ?  And  what  right  had  they  to  leave  the 
adlive  work  of  Christ  in  the  city  and  to  flee  to  the  lazy  solitude  of  the 
desert?  One  of  them,  according  to  the  notice  of  him  by  Smith,  in 
Smith  and  Wace's  Didimiary  of  Christian  Biography,  must  have  been 
a  decidedly  poor  stick  to  judge  anybody ;  for  in  order  to  escape  being 
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made  a  bishop  he  had  cut  off  one  of  his  ears  !  !  !  (223).  In  other 
words,  he  had  marred  his  body,  a  sin  akin  to  that  of  marring 
another  part  of  the  body,  which  the  First  Ecumenical  Synod,  in  its 
Canon  I.,  had  condemned,  for  both  are  different  forms  of  the  same 
sin;  that  is,  of  mutilating  the  image  of  God  in  man,  which  is  really 
a  part-suicide.  Besides  their  rebellion,  they  had  fallen  into  what  St» 
Bpiphanius  and  Theophilus  and  the  monks  deemed  the  error  of  deny- 
ing that  God  has  a  body.  Up  to  that,  even  according  to  the  bilious 
account  of  Socrates,  their  Patriarch  had  been  very  patient  with  them» 
According  to  Bohn's  translation  here, 

**  He  earnestly  begged  them  not  to  leave  him,*'  (Socrates*  Eccle- 
siastical  Histoty^  Book  VI.,  Chapter  7). 

He  could,  as  their  superior  officer,  have  deposed  and  excommuni- 
cated, but  he  forbore.  Finally  when  they  left  him,  and  like  cowards 
and  &natics,  forsook  their  proper  work  and  their  duty,  and  betook 
themselves  as  rebels  to  the  desert  to  raise  a  row  for  him,  and  to  dis- 
turb the  Church,  he  proceeds  to  check  them.  He  had  at  last  to 
fault  and  to  correct  them,  as  their  Archbishop,  on  dogma.  For  the 
Origenist  Socrates,  in  the  same  chapter  as  in  Bohn*s  translation  here, 
states  of  him: 

*  *  He  well  knew  that  Discorus  and  his  brothers,  in  their  theological 
discussions  with  him,  had  often  maintained  that  the  Deity  was  incor- 
poreal, and  by  no  means  had  a  human  form;  because,  they  argued,  such 
a  constitution  would  involve  the  necessary  accompaniment  of  human 
passions,  as  Origen  and  other  ancient  writers  have  demonstrated.** 

Aye,  there  is  the  root  of  it  all.  They  were  followers  of  the  here- 
tic Origen,  and  had  drawn  from  him  their  idea  that  God  has  no  body. 
'BixmtyWiAtr  Antkropomorphites^  inhxs  Dictionary  of  Sects  y  etc.,  shows 
that  Origen  had  opposed  an  older  and  opposite  view  that  God  has  a 
body,  which  was  the  teaching  of  Melito  and  of  Tertullian. 

Besides  the  Four  Tail  Brothers  were  poor  in  their  knowledge  of 
fiufls.  It  is  true  that  human  passions  do  belong  to  our  fallen  human 
bodies  of  flesh  and  bone.  But  no  wise  man  holds  to  the  blasphemy 
that  the  Father's  body  is  of  flesh  or  bone,  but  is  of  Spirit  as  Tertullian 


(223).  Socrates*  Eccl,  Hist.,  Book  IV.,  Chapter  23.  See  the  article  **  Am- 
monius  (I.)"  in  Smith  andWace*s  Dictionary  of  Christian  Biography ^  and  the 
•nthorities  there  mentioned. 
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puts  it  (224),  that  is,  of  Divinity,  and  is  therefore  free  from  all  human 
passions. 

After  all  this,  Theophilus  does  what  he  might  have  done  before 
with  such  a  rebellious  SuSragan  and  with  such  rebellious  clerics  who 
had  deserted  their  posts,  and,  judging  even  fix>m  Socrates  and  Sozo- 
men's  accounts,  were  stirring  up  trouble  for  him  and  the  church  and 
were  spreading  what  he  deemed  fSmatidsm  and  error.  He  uses  force 
when  persuasion  and  and  entreaty  avail  not,  and  drives  these  deserters 
out  of  his  jurisdidlion.  A  considerable  time  after,  they  were  to  submit 
to  him,  after  making  him  much  trouble  at  Constantinople.  They  had 
committed  the  grievous  crime  of  appealing  to  secular  judges,  and 
even  to  a  woman,  the  erring  Empress  Kudoxia,  against  their  own 
Bishop  (225). 

The  superstition  and  folly  of  that  age  sometimes  made  heroes 
out  of  such  disgraces  to  the  monastic  profession,  such  deserters  as 
three  of  them  were  from,  their  posts  of  clerical  duty.  But  Theophilus 
was  not  a  monk  of  their  stripe,  but  a  common-sense,  God-fisaring 
one  who  has  been  much  misunderstood  and  maligned  as  to  the  merits  of 
the  quarrel  between  himself  and  John,  who  was  afterwards  called 
Cluysostom.  Of  that  I  will  speak  elsewhere  in  this  series,  if  God  will. 
Now,  after  long  patience,  he  acts. 

Socrates,  in  chapter  7,  Book  VI.,  of  his  EcdesiasHcal  Histaty^  as 
in  Bohn's  translation,  sa3rs  of  Theophilus,  that 

''Sending  letters  to  the  monasteries  in  the  desert,  he  advises  them 
not  to  give  heed  either  to  Discorus  or  his  brothers,  inasmuch  as  they 
affirmed  that  God  had  not  a  body. 

**  *  Whereas,*  says  he,  *ihe  Sacred  Scripture  testifies  thai  God  has 
eyes  J  ears,  hands  and  feet,  as  men  have;  the  partisans  of  Discorus,  being 
followers  of  Origen,  introduce  the  blasphemous  dogma  that  God  has 
neither  eyes,  ears,  feet,  nor  hands.*  ** 

Socrates  goes  on  to  state  that  some  of  the  monks  still  adhered  to 
Discorus  and  Origen,  and  praises  them  for  so  doing;  but  he  admits 
that  those  who  held  the  view  that  God  has  a  body  greatly  exceeded 

(224).    See  Terttdlian  as  quoted  in  my  Dissertation  on  Manformism,  that  is 
Anthropomorphism,  to  be  published,  if  God  will,  in  this  series. 

(225).    Socrates*  Eccl.  Hist,  vi.,  9.      Sozomen's  Eccl.  Hist*  viiL,  13^  14 
and  15. 
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Dioscoms  and  the  Anti-Body  party  in  number ^  but  this  Origenist  and 
perhaps  Novatian  abuses  them  for  that  opinion. 

He  goes  on  to  state  that  the  monks  who  held  that  God  the 
Father  has  a  body,  raised  an  outcry  against  the  Anti-Corporealists, 
branded  them  as  *^  impious ^^*  and  termed  them  ''  Origenists;'^  and 
that  they,  on  the  contrary,  termed  them  Anthropomorphites^  that  is 
Manformites^  and  that  altercation  and  inextinguishable  war  arose  be- 
tween the  two  parties ;  but  that  Theophilus,  on  learning  how  matters 
stood,  went  with  a  multitude  of  persons  to  Nitra,  where  the  monas- 
teries were,  and  armed  the  monks  against  Discorus  and  his  brethren, 
which  would  imply  that  the  latter  would  not  leave  peaceably,  though 
disowned  as  "impious"  heretics  by  the  great  majority  of  their 
fellow-monks,  but  insisted  on  inflidling  their  presence  on  them. 
Socrates  adds  that  Discorus  and  his  Anti-Body  adherents  were  then 
in  danger  of  their  lives,  and  made  their  escape  with  difficulty, 
which  shows  how  the  opinion  that  God  has  no  body  was  viewed 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  monks  of  his  own  country  about  A.  D. 
401.    Sozomen  gives  a  similar  account. 

I  should  prefer  to  believe  that  Theophilus,  whatever  he  may 
have  thought  at  first,  did  then  really  believe  as  he  himself  asserts, 
that  •*  The  Sacred  Scripture  testifies  that  God  has  eyes,  ears,  hands , 
and  feet,  as  men  have.'*  A  note  on»page  389  of  Bohn's  translation  of 
Sozomen's  Ecdesuistical  History,  referring  to  Socrates'  account  of  the 
expulsion  of  this  Discorus  or  Dioscoms  and  the  Anti-body  party,  states, 

''Socrates  gives  the  same  account;  but,  like  Sozomen,  he  sup- 
presses the  reason :  viz.,  that  Theophilus  had  convened  an  Episco- 
pal Synod  at  Alexandria,  and  had  condemned  Ammonius  and  his 
brethren  as  followers  of  Origen." 

Jerome,  as  we  are  informed  in  Smith's  article,  '^Ammonius,**  in 
Smith  and  Wace's  Di^ionary  of  Christian  Biography,  deemed  the 
condemnation  of  Dioscoms  and  his  brothers  to  be  merited. 

Smith  refers  to  Jerome's  Ep.  ad  Alex.,  in  proof. 

The  events  which  followed,  notwithstanding  the  glaringly  unfair 

and  slanderous  perversion  of  Theophilus'  motives,  by  Socrates  and 

Sozomen,  prove  that  he  maintained  his  vigor  against  the  view  that 

God  has  no  body.    For,  whereas  before,  he  had  blamed  St.  Bpipha- 

nius  for  asserting  that  God  has  a  human  form  (226),  he  now,  "As  if 
repentant,"  (to  quote  the  translation  of  Bohn,  in  Chapter  XIV.  of 

(226.)    Sozomen*B  Ecdesiastical  History,  Book  VIIL,  Chapter  14. 
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Book  VIII.,  of  Sozomen's  Ecclesiastical  History)^  **of  having  ever 
entertained  any  other  sentiment'*  [than  that  God  has  a  body]  **  wrote 
to  Kpiphanius  to  acquaint  him,  that  he  now  held  the  same  opinions 
as  himself,  and  to  condemn  the  works  of  Origen,  whence  he  had 
drawn  his  former  hypothesis.'* 

Then  the  difference  between  the  believer  that  God  has  a  body, 
St.  Epiphanius,  and  Theophilus,  is  removed,  for  Theophilns  openly 
espouses  the  belief  of  St.  Epiphanius.  Now  all  is  clear,  and  Sozomen 
at  once  proceeds,  as  in  Bohn, 

**  Epiphanius  had  long  regarded  the  writings  of  Origen  with 
peculiar  aversion,  and  was  therefore  easily  led  to  attach  credit  to  the 
epistle  of  Theophilus.  He  soon  after  assembled  the  Bishops  of  Cyprus 
together,  and  prohibited  the  perusal  of  the  books  of  Origen.  He 
also  wrote  to  the  other  Bishops,  and,  among  others,  to  the  Bishop  of 
Constantinople'*  [John],  *' exhorting  them  to  issue  similar  prohibitions. 
Theophilus,  perceiving  that  there  could  be  no  danger  in  following  the 
example  of  Epiphanius,  whose  exalted  virtues  were  universally 
appreciated  and  reverenced,  assembled  the  Bishops  of  his  province, 
and  enadled  a  similar  decree.  John,  on  the  other  hand,  paid  little 
attention  to  the  letters  of  Epiphanius  and  Theophilus." 

John,  as  his  course  showed,  .was  himself  an  Incorporealist;  and 
had  gone  so  far  as  to  do  the  uncanonical  act  of  receiving  men  who 
had  been  expelled  by  a  brother  Bishop  not  of  his  jurisdidlion.  Socrates, 
in  his  Ecclesiastical  History^  Book  VI.,  Chapter  X.,  witnesses  to  the 
fact  that  Theophilus  had  ^^cucused''  Epiphanius,  as  Bohn's  translation 
words  it,  ^'^  oi  entertaining  Ivw  thoughts  of  God^  by  supposing  him  to 
have  a  human  form,^^  and  that  as  a  result  they  had  been  at  variance, 
but  that  now  he  wrote  to  him,  and  professsd  to  agree  with  him  on 
that  matter,  though  Socrates  with  his  bitter  Origenist  feelings  gives 
Theophilus  no  credit  for  sincerity,  and  then  testifies  to  the  fa<5t  that 
Epiphanius  gathered  the  Bishops  of  Cyprus,  his  jurisdidtion,  and  that 
he  and  they  passed  a  decree  prohibiting  the  reading  of  Origen's  works: 
and  that  Theophilus  assembled  a  great  number  of  Bishops  of  his 
jurisdidtion  in  Synods,  which  pronounced  a  like  sentence  on  the 
writings  of  Origen;. but  that  John,  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  refused 
to  cooperate  with  them. 

Socrates  in  Book  VI.,  Chapter  XII.,  of  his  History,  praises  Theoti- 
tnus  Bishop  of  Scythia,  for  refusing  to  join  with  some  other  Bishops  then 
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at  Constantinople,  and  with  St.  Kpiphanius  in  condemning  Origen^s 
"works;  and  in  Chapter  XIII.,  of  the  same  Book  VI.,  Socrates  makes 
a  labored  defence  of  Origen.  Theotimus  is  represented  in  Bohn*s 
translation  of  Chapter  XII.  of  that  book  as  making  the  radical  asser- 
tion, "I  know  of  no  evil  do<Slrine  contained  in  Origen' s  Books.*' 

Yet,  in  the  sequel,  Epiphanius'  and  Theophilus'  judgment  of  that 
heretic  was  vindicated  by  the*Catholic  Church. 

For  Origen,  after  all  the  disputes  regarding  him,  was  condemned 
in  Anathema  XI.  of  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Council,  and  some  of  his 
^writings  are  there  branded  as  ''^impious.'' 

To  return  to  the  question  whether  God  has  a  body. 

Those  who  opposed  the  view  that  He  has,  may  be  di\'ided  into 
two  classes, 

1.  Those  who  while  opposing  the  blasphemy  that  God  has 
digestive  and  genital  organs,  nevertheless  have  admitted  some  shape 
or  form  in  God.  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  is  deemed  by  Blunt  in  his 
article  Anthropomorphites,  to  belong  to  that  class,  and  his  uncle,  St. 
Theophilus,  Bishop  of  that  see,  seems  to  have  been  of  it  also.  On 
Kphesus  we  shall  treat  as  to  how  far  this  view  was  approved  by  it. 

2.  The  out  and  out  and  thoroughly  radical  Incorporealists  like 
Augustine  of  Hippo,  who  seem  to  abolish  all  shape  and  form  in  God, 
and  to  leave  us  what  comes  too  near  to  no  God  at  all,  though  he 
would  deny  that  Yet  his  misty  utterances  would  seem  to  reduce 
Ood  to  a  doud  or  vapor  or  the  air. 

Both  those  classes  are  often  confounded.  The  first  class,  if  they 
accept  the  language  of  Theophilus  above  quoted,  do  really  hold  to  a 
body. 

Blunt  is  of  no  authority,  however,  so  far  as  his  mere  opinions  are 
ooncemed,  for  he  was  a  Mariolater,  as  his  article  on  Mariolatry  in 
liis  Dictionary  of  Doctrinal  and  Historical  Theology  shows.  His  re- 
marks in  the  article  on  '^  Iconoclasm  "  in  the  same  work  show  a  too 
partial  leaning  to  the  side  of  the  idolatrous  party,  and  his  article 
•^  lamodastSy''  shows  an  utter  lack  of  appreciation  of  the  do<ftrine  of 
the  Homily  Against  Peril  of  Idolatry  that  Image-worship  brought 
Crod*s  ire  on  the  Church. 

His  works  should  be  expurgated.  They  are  dangerous.  The 
great  Alexandrians,   St.   Athanasius    and  St.   Cyril,   and  notably 
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Augustine  of  Hippo  in  the  West,  have  made  some  kinds  of  the  No- 
Body  view  the  more  common,  but  contrary  (A),  to  the  plainest  pas- 
sages of  Holy  Writ;  (B),  of  early  Christian  writers,  and  (C),  the  plain 
sense  of  the  two  Ecumenical  Creeds.  For  the  Nicene  teaches  that 
the  Son  was  ^'^bom  out  of  the  Father^  that  is  out  of  the  substance  of 
the  Father;*'  and  the  Constantinopolitan  says  that  the  Son  was  *^bom 
out  of  the  Father  before  all  the  worlds ^  And  the  Logos  is  of  the 
same  substance  with  the  Father  because  He  was  bom  out  ofUxm.. 

Besides  the  No-Body  view  leaves  us  no  definite  thing  to  pray 
to  in  the  way  of  Divinity,  not  the  Father  for  instance  as  sitting  on  a 
throne  in  heaven,  as  we  are  taught  in  Revelations  IV.,  2,  and  in 
Daniel  VII.,  9,  where  His  ''head''  and  his  ''hair''  are  specified,  but  a 
mist,  a  vapor,  a  cloud,  a  nothing:  and  what  is  that  but  to  attempt  ta 
abolish  the  Father  and  His  worship  altogether?  Whatever  a  few 
so-called/^/^^^/^/r  theologians  may  have  said,  the  masses  of  Christians 
ever  have  prayed  to  the  Father  as  in  a  body  as  He  is  represented  in 
Scripture,  and  ever  will.  For  to  make  a  mere  cloud  or  mist  God  is 
repugnant  to  common  sense  and  to  God's  Word. 

Blunt,  yxaAtr  Anthropomorphites^  states  that  even  Cyril  of  Alexan- 
dria held  to  some  sort  of  a  shape  in  God,  and  that  ^^form  of  God  in. 
Philippians  II.,  6,  implies  that.  And  he  shows  that  Augustine,  misty 
and  utterly  unsatisfadlory  as  he  is  on  that  theme,  nevertheless  held 
that  Tertullian's  assertion  that  God  the  Father  has  a  body  of  Spirit  is 
not  heretical;  and  even  Augustine  admits  a  something,  though  he 
seems  not  to  talk  anything  but  nonsense  as  to  what  it  is ;  he  is  so 
utterly  vague  and  unpractical,  as  is  his  wont  on  that  topic. 

DOCUMENT  III. 
THB  THALIA  OP  ARIUS. 

This,  according  to  Sozomen  (227),  and  Socrates  (228),  was  con- 

(227).    Sozomen*s  Ecclesiastical  History^  Book  L,  chapter  zxL 

(228).  Socrates'  Ecclesiastical  History^  Book  I.,  chapter  iz.  A  strange 
blunder  is  found  in  a  note  on  page  29  of  Bohn*8  Socrates,  English  translation^ 
where  Sotades  is  called  a  Maroniie,  and  the  reference  is  to  a  place  in  Gibbon, 
where  the  sect  of  the  Maronites,  which  did  not  rise  till  a  considerable  time  after 
Athanasius,  are  referred  to.  Bohn's  translations  of  Socrates,  Theodoret  and 
Sozomen  should  be  revised  and  corredled,  text  and  notes,  by  a  competent  theo* 
logian  well  versed  in  later  Greek,  tnd  they  would  be  much  more  exact  and  use* 
fill.    Newman  in  his  translation  of  S.  Athanasius'  Treatises  Against  Ariamism^ 
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demned  at  the  First  Bcumenical  Council.  Doubtless  it,  and  the  letter 
of  Anus  and  his  fellow  creature-servers  and  deni^rs  of  the  Divinity  of 
God  the  Word,  to  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  were  read  by 
the  assembled  prelates,  for  that  would  be  only  just  and  right  before 
they  pronounced  sentence;  but,  as  the  Minutes  of  the  Synod  are  lost, 
we  can  say  little  more  as  to  the  details,  only  that  neither  of  those 
emissions  of  Arius,  nor  his  letter  to  Kusebius  of  Nicomedia  are  men* 
tioned  in  the  genuine  remains  of  the  Council  which  have  reached  us. 
But  the  Creed  specifies  his  chief  heresies  in  its  Anathema,  and  the 
Synodal  Epistle  mentions  him  and  his  errors. 

Date  of  these  Blasphemies  of  Arius. 

This  is  indicated  in  the  words  of  Athanasius  below.  It  was 
after  he  had  been  cast  out,  and  when  he  was  incited  by  the  Eusebians 
that  he  composed  this  document.  That  would,  I  think,  place  it  after 
his  arrival  at  Nicomedia,  the  see  of  that  Eusebius  from  whom  the 
Arian  party  derived  their  name  of  Eusebians,  consequently  some-^ 
where  in  the  period  about  A.  D.  321-325.  But  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  are  any  facts  that  tell  us  whether  these  ^* Blasphemies^^  were 
put  forth  before  the  letter  of  Arius  and  his  friends  to  Alexander^ 
Bishop  of  Alexandria,  or  not  It  was,  however,  probably  after  Arius^ 
Letter  to  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  which  is  given  above.  Newman  gives 
these  Blasphemies  in  poetic  from.  I  have  preferred  the  prose  form^ 
because  I  have  thought  that  I  could  make  the  meaning  clearer,  here 
and  there. 

St.  Athanasius  in  sections  14  and  15  of  his  work  On  the  Synods 
held  at  Ariminum  in  Italy ^  and  at  Sekucia  in  Isauria^  denounces  those 
^^who  hady  like  drunkardsygvoen  thoughtlessly  away,  the  honor  of  their 
Fathers  and  their  own  salvation  for  the  heresy  of  the  Arians,**  and 
introduces  extracts  from  Arius,  as  follows: 

**They  therefore,  out  of  zeal  for  that  heresy,  are  of  such  a  quar* 

page  94,  note,  tells  us  that  the  Sotades  referred  to  was  a  native  of  Maronea,  in 
Cxete,  and  refers  to  Suidas  in  proof.  He  states  further  that  he  lived  under  the 
successors  of  Alexander,  and  refers  to  Athen.  ziv.,  4,  in  proof  Consequently 
he  was  long  before  the  rise  of  the  heretical  sect  of  the  Manmites.  Such  a  queer 
blunder  does  not  speak  well  for  the  learning  of  the  writer  of  the  note  in  Bohn's 
Socrates.  Note  "y,"  columns  83  and  84,  tome  67,  of  Migne*s  Jbtrologia 
Graeca^  q>eak8  of  Anns'  Thaleia  as  "  ad  morem  Sotadis,  turpissimi  Cretensia 
iambographi  Cretensis  conscriptns,"  that  is  as  '*  tvritten  in  the  style  of  Sotades^ 
a  most  di^gracejul  Cretan  writer  of  iambia,** 
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relsome  mind  also:  but  do  not  ye  be  troubled  on  that  account  nor 
■deem  their  audacity  [to  be]  truth.  For  they  are  opposed  even  to 
their  own  selves,  and  ha\4ng  apostatized  from  their  fathers,  they  do 
not  have  one  mind  but  float  about  in  various  and  different  changes. 
And  striving  against  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  they  have  held  many 
Councils  themselves,  and  have  set  forth  a  faith  in  each  of  them,  and 
have  stuck  to  none  [of  them].  And  moreover  they  will  never  cease 
to  act  that  way,  for  seeking  in  wickedness  they  will  not  find  that 
wisdom  which  they  have  hated. 

'*  As  a  matter  of  necessity  I  have  therefore  subjoined  portions  of 
Anns'  writings  and  whatsoever  else  I  have  been  able  to  colledl  of 
those  things  which  they  have  set  forth  in  different  Synods,  in  order 
that  ye  may  know,  and  wonder  why  they  do  not  cease  to  quarrel 
with  an  Ecumenical  Synod  and  with  their  own  Fathers. 

''Because  Arius  and  his  partisans  thought  and  said  [as  follows]: 

*  *  *  God  made  the  Sofi  out  of  things  that  had  fio  existence  and  called 
Him  His  own  Son;' 

*  *  *  The  Word  of  God  is  one  of  the  creatures;'  and 
**  *  There  was  once  when  He  was  not;'  and 

**  *  He  is  alterable f  being  able  wlien  he  wishes  to  he  altered;^  " 

They  were  therefore  cast  out  of  the  Church  by  the  blessed 
Alexander. 

Section  15.  But  Arius  having  been  cast  out,  and  havmg  been 
incited  by  the  partisans  of  Kusebius,  put  together  his  own  heresy 
on  paper,  and  as  if  in  festivity,  emulating  no  sensible  writer,  but  the 
Egyptian  Sotades  (229)  in  the  style  and  looseness  of  his  song  he  writes 
many  things  (230),  a  part  of  which  are  as  follows: 

' '  BLASPHEMIES  OP  ARIUS. 

**God  Himself  therefore,  as  regards  His  own  Nattu^  is  tin- 
tellable  to  any  man.  He  alone  has  no  equal,  nor  any  one  like 
Himself  nor  equal  in  glory  to  Himself.  And  we  say  that  He 
is  ungenerated,   because  of  Him  who  is  generate  (231)  by  nature. 

(229).    Bright's  Greek  text  of  St  Athanasius*  Historical  Writings^  page 
359,  has  here  SfJotirTv,  that  is,  Sosates,    Newman's  translation  gives  Sotades, 

(230).    Greek,  TroP.Ad. 

(231.    Arius  uses  ''generate'^  i^yevvnrov),  in  the  sense  of  ^^creaied^*^  and  " «»• 
generated**  {^kykwnTov)^  in  the  sense  of  **  uncreated.** 
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We  hymn  Him  as  without  begimiing  because  of  Him  who 
had  a  begimiing:  and  we  worship  Him  who  is  eternal,  because  of 
Him  who  came  into  being  in  time.  He  who  is  without  beginning 
made  the  Son  a  beginning  of  things  created,  and  advanced  him  into 
.sonship  to  Himself,  having  made  him  [His]  child  (232).  He  has 
nothing  proper  to  God,  as  regards  the  property  of  substance  (233), 
for  He  is  not  equal  [to  Him],  no,  nor  of  the  same  substance  as  He  is 
(234).  And  God  is  wise,  for  He  Himself  is  the  teacher  of  Wisdom. 
-There  is  full  proof  that  God  is  invisible  to  all  beings.  He  is  invisible 
both  to  things  [made]  through  the  Son,  and  to  the  Son  Himself. 
And  I  will  tell  plainly  in  what  sense  the  Invisible  One  is  seen  by  the 
-Son;  by  that  power  by  which  God  is  able  to  see,  and  in  His  own 
measure  the  Son  endures  to  see  the  Father,  as  is  lawful.  Therefore 
there  is  a  Trinity  who  are  of  unlike  glories  (235);  their  substances  are 
not  mixed  up  with  each  other.  One  [of  those  Three  Substances]  is 
-infinitely  more  glorious  than  either  of  the  other  two  (236).  As 
TCgards  substance,  the  Father  is  foreign  to  the  Son  (237),  because  the 

(232).  Or  **hatnng  adopted  HitHf**  remwroi^ag,  or  ^* having  generated 
HifHt "  or  "  having  created  Him, '  * 

(233).  Here  before  Nicaea  we  find,  (i),  imdorcusiQ  used  in  the  sense  of  substance^ 
IBS  in  Hetnvws  L,  3,  in  the  expression,  charaSier  of  his  substance  (xapoK-r^p  n^g 
ifwoordetuf  avrov).  It  is  so  used  several  times  further  on  in  this  document  (2). 
We  find  here  a  denial  of  the  consubstantiality,  and,  just  below,  we  find  the 
dfwobatof  mrr^y  that  is,  **o/one  substance  tvith  him,'*  that  is  *'o/  one  substance 
'With  the  Father f'^  denied  by  Arius. 

(234).    See  the  note  last  above. 

(235).    Two  of  Arius'  Trinity  are  the  Father  and  the  Son.    Is  the  Third  the 

Holy  Ghost?    Below  he  speaks  of  **each  of  the  [other]  /zw?,**  iKaripuv,  as  con- 

iFBsted  with  the  Son.    Below  he  speaks  of  Wisdom  as  conceived  of  as  Spirit, 

(He  does  not  say  there  the  Holy  Spirit),  and  so  the  word  Spirit  was  sometimes 

applied  in  ancient  Christian  writings  to  the  Son  in  the  sense  of  Divinity,  as,  for 

instance,  in  the  Forthset  of  Antioch,  which  will,  God  willing,  appear  in  another 
{Mut  of  this  series. 

Bat  it  must  be  noted  that  while  Arius  here  admits  a  Trinity,  on  the  other 

liandhe  contrasts  it  with  the  Orthodox  dodbine  of  the  Trinity,  for  he  defines,  in 

efifect,  his  Trinity  as  (i),  not  0/  one  substance,  but  of  three  different  substances; 

and  (2),  as  not  of  like  glory,  but  as  of  unlike  glories.   He  uses  the  words,  *  *  There 

are  Three  Substances**  in  his  letter  to  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria.    See  it 
above. 

(236)    See  the  note  last  above. 

(237).  Here  again  crops  out  the  Arian  hatred  of  the  expression  **o/  one 
substance  with  the  Father*'  {hixooixtiov  ri^i  Harpl). 
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Father  had  no  b^^inning.  Understand  that  the  Monad  (238)  was,  but 
the  Duad  was  not  before  it  came  into  existence  (239).  We  see  at  onoe» 
therefore,  that  when  there  was  no  Son,  the  Father  was  God.  There- 
fore the  Son  who  did  not  [at  first]  exist,  (for  He  came  to  exist  at  the 
Father's  will)  is  a  Sole-Bom  God  and  He  is  foreign  to  each  of  the 
other  two  (240),  [members  of  the  Trinity].  Wisdom  came  into  exist- 
ence as  Wisdom  by  the  will  of  the  wise  God.  Hence  He  [Wisdom} 
is  conceived  of  in  such  an  infinite  number  of  conceptions.  Spirit^ 
PoweVy  Wisdom^  God^s  Glory^  Truth  and  Intage^  and  Word.  Under- 
stand that  He  is  conceived  of  as  Radiance  and  Light.  The  Superior 
One  (241)  is  able,  indeed,  to  generate  (242)  an  equal  to  the  Son,  but 
not  one  more  excellent,  nor  superior  [to  Him],  nor  greater.  Howso- 
ever great  the  Son  is,  and  whatsoever  He  is.  He  is  by  God's  will,  and 
from  when  He  was  and  since  He  was,  from  then  He  has  existed  fix>m 
God  (243).  He  [The  Son]  being  a  strong  God,  on  His  part  (244) 
hymns  the  Superior  [God]  (245).    To  speak  in  brief,  God  is  untell- 

(238).    The  Father. 

(239).    Greek,  2vvef ,  6n  j}  Movdc  ^v,  j}  Avoc  6i  ovk  iv  irpiv  irndp^n*     Arins  means 

that  at  first  the  Father  was  alone,  contrary  to  those  early  writers  like  St  Justin, 

the  Mart}^:,  St  Theophilns  of  Antioch,  TertoUian  and  others,  who  held  that  the 

Logos  was  eternally  co-existent  with  the  Father,  but  inside  Him  till  just  before 

the  worlds  were  made,  when  He  was  bom  out  of  Him  to  make  them.    In  other 

words,  Anus  denied  the  dodbine  of  a  Logos  eternally  Endiathetic^  that  is  within 

the  Father,  and  of  one  substance  with  Him,  who  htcasne  propharic,  that  is  Bomc 

Forth  out  of  the  Father  by  Birth  out  of  Him  just  before  the  worlds  were  made,. 

and  to  make  them.    His  Subsistence- Word  was  a  mere  creature,  and  so  he  was  a 
creature-server. 

According  to  Anus,  the  Monad  became  a  Duad,  when  the  eternal  Father,. 

the  Monad,  created  Arius*  non-eternal  Son, 

(240).  That  is,  seemingly  foreign  to  the  Father  and  the  Holy  Ghost  The 
Greek  is,  fwvoysvr^  Oed^  eerrt,  Kot  iKoripuv  aXX&rpio^  ovto^. 

(241).    The  Father,  evidently. 

(242).  According  to  Anus*  common  use  of  generate  {y(wgv\  it  means  here 
to  create. 

(243).  Greek,  ek  tov  Qeov  imitmj.  But  Anus  differs  fundamentally  from  the 
Orthodox  sense  of  ix  Qeov;  for  they  meant  by  it,  as  in  the  Creed  of  the  First 
Ecumenical  Council,  that  the  Logos  had  come  out  of  the  very  Substance  of  God 
the  Father,  and  was  co-eternal  with  Him;  whereas.  Anus  understood  the  expres- 
sion not  **out  of  God''  at  all,  but  ^^ of  God''  or  ''from  God"  in  the  sense  of 
being  a  creature  made  by  God. 

(244)    Greek,  Ik  fiipovc.  Newman  renders  that  expression,  "  in  If  is  degree.'^ 

(245).    The  Father,  according  to  Anus. 
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^ble  to  the  Son:  for  He  is  to  Himself  what  He  is,  that  is,  unspeakable, 
so  that  the  Son  understands  not  to  explain  any  one  of  the  things 
mentioned,  so  far  as  relates  to  comprehending  it  (246).  For  it  is 
impossible  for  Him  to  search  out  the  Father  who  is  above  Him. 
For  the  Son  does  not  know  His  own  substance.  For  though  He 
is  a  Son,  He  really  came  into  existence  by  the  will  of  the  Father. 
IVhat  reason  then  permits  [us  to  think  that]  He  who  is  from  the 
Father  should  know  by  comprehension  Him  who  generated  Him 
247).  For  it  is  plain,  that  it  is  impossible  for  Him,  who  had  a  be- 
fpsiomg,  to  comprehend  by  the  mind,  or  to  grasp  how  He  who  is 
^thout  a  beginning,  exists"  (248), 

From  these  documents  we  see, 

1.  That  Arius  made  the  Son  of  God  a  creature: 

2.  That  he  made  all  worship  of  Him,  mere  creature-worship 
also: 

3.  That  he  called  Him  God,  and,  hence, 

4.  He  had  two  Gods,  the  Father,  an  uncreated  and  eternal  God; 
and  because  an  uncreated  and  eternal  God,  therefore  a  superior  God; 
'and  the  Son  a  created  and  so  non-eternal  God,  and  because  a  created 

and  non-eternal  God,  therefore  an  inferior  God ;  and  so  he  landed 
ixL  paly  theism. 

In  other  words  he  apostatized  from  the  two  fundamental  prin- 
<dples  of  Christianity, 

1.  That  there  is  only  one  God,  the  Father,  the  Son,  and  the 
Holy  Ghost;  and, 

2.  That  He  alone  is  to  be  worshipped:  and  so  he  was  what 
Athanasius  brands  him,  an    apostate  to  polytheism  and  creature- 


We  will  quote  Athanasius  further  on. 

Besides  Arius'  own  utterances  above,  there  is  another  important 
document  on  his  side  by  his  friend  and  partisan,  Kusebius,  of  Nicome- 

(246).  Newman  in  a  note  on  t}iis  place,  page  96  of  his  St  Athanasius' 
7>eatises  Against  Arianism,  shows  that  the  heretic  Eunomios  di£fered  from 
Arias  on  the  point  of  God's  being  comprehensible. 

(247).    According  to  Arius,  created  Him. 

(248).  I  have  translated  the  above  from  the  Greek  in  Bright'a  St  Athanasius' 
Historical  Writings,  pages  259,  360. 
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dia.     It  is  found  in  Chapter  VI.,  Book  I.,  of  Theodoret*s  Ecclesiastical 
History.     It  is  wholly  Arian. 

The  above-named  were  not  all  the  heresies  of  Arins.  St.  Athana- 
sius,  in  his  Treatises  Against  Arianism^  expressly  says  that  he  was 
a  Theopaschite.  And  the  same  charge  we  find  in  a  work  Against 
Apollinaris^  which  is  published  under  the  name  of  St.  Athanasius. 

Besides,  this  last  named  work  shows  that  Arius  did  not  believe 
that  Christ's  humanity  is  perfect,  but  that  it  lacks  a  human  mind^ 
which  he  supplies  by  putting  in  its  place  his  created  God  the  Word. 

I  quote  two  passages  in  proof: 

Passage  I, — In  Note  6,  page  119,  of  his  translation  of  ►S'.  Athan- 
asius^ Treatises  Against  Arianism,  Newman  shows  that  *  *  Arianism 
involved  the  do<5bine  that  our  Irord's  divine  Nature  suffered. 

"Athanasius  brings  this  accusation  against  them  distinctly  in  his 
work  Against  Apollinaris, 

*  *  *  Idle  theft  is  the  fiction  of  the  Arians^  who  suppose  that  the  Saviour 
took  flesh  only^  irreligiously  imputing  the  miction  of  suffering  to  the  im- 
passible Godhead.  Contr,  Apollin,  i.,  15;  vid.  also  Ambros,  de  Fide^ 
111.,  31- 

Passage  II, — St.  Athanasius,  in  Section  3  of  his  Second  Book 
Agaifist  ApollinariSy  addressing  him,  points  out  as  follows  another 
error.     I  quote  the  place  as  in  the  Oxford  translation : 

**  And  Arius  acknowledges  flesh  alone,  in  order  to  a  concealment 
of  the  Godhead,  and  says  that  instead  of  that  inward  man  which  is  in 
us,  that  is,  the  soul,  the  Word  came  to  exist  in  the  flesh ; — ^for  he 
dares  to  ascribe  to  the  Godhead  the  idea  of  suffering  and  the  resur- 
rection from  Hades.'* 

As  Arius  made  his  God  the  Word  a  mere  creature  he  could  there- 
fore logically  enough,  from  that  false  position,  make  him  liable  to 
suffering ;  and  denying  that  Christ's  humanity  was  perfect  in  that, 
according  to  his  heresy,  it  lacked  a  rational  soul,  that  is,  a  mind,  he* 
could  also  put  his  mere  created  Word  in  place  of  the  human  mind  in 
Christ's  humanity.  He  was  hence  a  Monophysite  of  a  certain  pecu- 
liar sort,  in  that  he  ascribed  but  one  Nature  to  Christ,  and  that  a 
merely  created  one.  He  was  also  a  certain  peculiar  sort  of  a  Mono- 
thelite,  in  that  he  ascribed  to  his  created  Christ  but  one  will,  and 
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that  will  not  a  human  one,  but  the  will  of  his  created  God  the  Word 
which  stood  in  place  of  it,  according  to  his  heresy. 

St.  Athanasius,  in  his  First  Oration  Against  the  Arians,  shows 
that  Arius  granted,  however,  that  his  created  God  the  Word  was 
before  all  other  createcf  things^  and  that  God  the  Father  made  thent 
through  Him.  Hence,  he  differed  radically  from  the  view  of  St 
Theophilus,  of  Antioch,  and  the  Christian  writers  before  Origen,  that 
God  the  Word  was  co-etemally  in  God  the  Father,  as  a  part  of  the 
Divinity,  but  was  not  bom  out  of  him,  till  just  before  the  worlds  were 
made  and  to  make  them.  Arius  denied  that  whole  teaching  by  deny- 
ing that  the  Word  is  a  part  of  God,  or  ever  came  out  of  Him,  or 
ever  was  any  part  of  the  uncreated  Jehovah  at  all,  and  by  making 
Him  a  mere  creature,  created  just  before  the  worlds  were  made,  and 
to  make  them.  I  quote  Athanasius  on  that  and  on  some  other 
heresies  of  Arius.  According  to  St.  Athanasius  (who  knew  Arius 
and  his  writings  well,  for  they  were  all  then  extant,  not  partly  lost 
as  now),  Arius  held  as  follows : 

**  God  the  Father  was  not  always ;  the  Son  was  not  always  ;  but 
forasmuch  as  all  things  were  made  (249)  out  of  nothing,  the  Son  of 
God  was  also  made  out  of  nothing  (250),  and  forasmuch  as  all  things 
are  creatures.  He  also  is  a  creature  and  a  work;  and  forasmuch  as 
nothing  existed  at  first,  but  all  things  were  made  afterwards,  there 
was  once  when  the  Son  of  God  also  was  not  (251)  and  He  was  not  be- 
fore He  was  generated  (252),  but  had  a  beginning  of  existence,  for  He 
was  made  when  God  willed  to  create.  For  the  Son  Himself  also  is  one 
work  among  all  [created]  works  (253).  And  though  by  nature  He 
is  mutable,  yet  of  His  own  power  over  Himself  he  willed  to  remain 

(249).    Greek,  if  oivc  ivrwv.    Here  we  have  one  of  the  heretical  expressions 
condemned  in  the  Anathema  at  the  end  of  the  Creed. 

(250).    Greek,  if  ovk  ovtuv, 

(251).     Greek,  ijv  irore  bre  ovk  ^v.    Here  we  have  another  of  the  expressions 
which  are  condemned  in  the  Anathema  at  the  end  of  the  Creed  of  the  318. 

(252)  Greek,  ovk  i/v  nplv  ynrvrj&jvai.  Here  we  have  another  expression 
condemned  in  the  Nicene  Anathema.  It  is  diametrically  opposed  to  St 
Theophilns*  dodbrine  that  the  co-eternal  and  consubstantial  Logos  was  in  the 
Father  till  just  before  the  worlds  were  made,  and  that  then  He  was  bom  out  of 
the  Father's  substance  to  make  them. 

(253).    This  sets  forth  an  error  which  is  anathematized  in  the  Creed  of 
l^icaea. 
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^ood  (254).  When,  however,  he  wishes,  He  Himself  can  make 
Himself  changeable,  just  as  all  things  can.  *  *  *  Christ  is  not 
real  God,  but  He  is  called  God  by  communion  [with  Divinit>']  (255) 
Just  as  all  other  men  may  be.  He  is  not  the  Reason  (6  Ad/o^)  who  is 
by  nature  in  the  Father,  and  belongs  to  His  Substance,  and  is  His 
•own  Wisdom,  by  which  [Wisdom]  He  made  this  world,  but  the 
Reason  (<J  Aoyoi!)  who  belongs  in  the  Father  is  another  Reason  (&U09 

*  *  *  il<j^oy),  and  the  Wisdom  who  is  in  the  Father  and  is  eternal  with 
Him  is  another  Wisdom,  by  which  Wisdom  He  made  this  Reason 
.also  (toutov  tov  Aoyov),  And  that  [created]  Lord  Himself  is  called 
Reason  with  reference  to  things  possessed  of  reason  (^^rrac  ASyo^  Std 
Td  Xoytxd),  and  He  is  called  Wisdom  with  reference  to  things  possessed 
of  Wisdom.  *  *  *  God  did  not  create  us  for  Him,  but  Him  for 
us.  For  God  was  alone,  and  the  Reason  (6  Adj^o^)  was  not  with 
Him  ;  thereafter  God  ivishing  to  create  us  then  made  Him  (256),  and 
from  when  (257)  He  was  made,  He  named  Him  Reason  {Aitjov)  and 
Son  and  Wisdom^  in  order  that  he  might  create  us  through  Him. 

*  *    *    The  Christ  is  not  the  natural  and  real  power  of  God,  but 
Just  as  the  caterpillar  and  the  wingless  locust  are  each  of  them  called 

2,  power ^  so  He  also  is  called  a  Power  of  the  Father  (258).  *  *  * 
The  Father  is  invisible  to  the  Son  and  can  neither  see  nor  know  the 
Father  perfedlly  and  exadlly :  for  Inasmuch  as  the  Son  had  a  be- 
ginning to  His  existence.  He  can  not  know  the  One  who  never  had  a 
beginning  (259),  but  even  what  he  knows  and  sees,  he  knows  and 
sees  according  as  God*s  own  power  grants  him  power  so  to  do  (260), 

(254).  See  a  note  above  where  mention  is  made  of  what  thia  heresy  leads 
to,  that  is  the  horrible  blasphemy  that  Christ's  Divinity  could  have  fallen  as  the 
angels  fell ! 

(255).     Greek,  fieroxft- 

(256).  Here  again  we  see  that  Anns  admits  that  his  created  I/)gos  was 
made  before  time  began,  that  is  before  the  world  was  made. 

(257)    Greek,  a^  ov  ytywev.    Arins  tries  to  express  his  heresy  in  exact  terms 

by  **/rofn  when'*  or  ^^from  what*^  point  in  duration.    He  does  not  here  say, 

*^/rom  the  time,**  because  that  might  be  taken  to  imply  that  he  was  bom  in 

timet  that  is  after  the  world  was  made:  for  he  admitted  that  He  was  made  before 

the  worlds  were  made.    So  in  the  phrase  quoted  above,  he  does  not  say  that 

**  There  was  a  time  when  the  Son  of  God  was  not,**  but  that  "  There  was  when,*' 
■etc. 

(258).    He  seems  to  refer  to  L  Cor.  i,  24. 

(259).    That  is,  the  Father. 

(260).    Literally,  "according  to  God's  own  power." 
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just  as  we  also  know  and  see  [by  it].  *  *  *  Not  only  does  he 
not  know  the  Father  exactly,  but  he  does  not  know  His  own  Sub- 
stance either  "  (261). 

I  would  here  add  the  following: 

PROOF  FROM  AN  ARIAN  SOURCE. 

1.  That  the  Arians  held  the  Holy  Ghost  to  be  a  creature  inferior 
to  the  Son: 

2.  That  they  did  not  worship  the  Holy  Ghost: 

3.  That  they  made  God  the  Son  as  a  creature  worship  the  Father; 
and  the  Holy  Ghost ^  a  creature  {according  to  thenC)^  and  all  other  creatures 
worship  the  Son^  a  creature; 

Andy  4,  that  the  Arian  Service  to  the  Son  was  rbi^ative  creature- 
SBRVICE,  Kke  that  of  the  apostate  Israelites  in  the  wilderness. 

In  some  **  Old  Monuments,''  of  the  Fourth  or  Fifth  Century  per- 
haps, ** pertaining  to  the  Doctrine  of  the  Arians''  and  which  are  given 
as  Fragments  in  Migne*s  Latin  PatrologyYf^  find  Arian  statements  as 
to  the  Holy  Ghost's  being  a  creature  and  as  to  worshipping  Him. 

Thus  in  Fragment  XIV.,  he  is  termed,  **  TTie  third  in  nature  and 
in  order  after  the  Father  and  the  Son,  *  *  *  He  is  the  first  and 
greater  work  of  the  Father  through  the  Son,  created  through  the 
Son.  *  *  *  This  Holy  Ghost  is  not  God  nor  Lord,  not 
Creator  nor  Maker.  It  is  not  to  be  worshipped  nor  to  be 
BOWED  TO.  *  *  *  By  that  Spirit  the  angels  also  bow  to  the  Son; 
and  the  archangels  and  oil  the  natures  of  invisible  and  heavenly  beings 
by  it  bow  to  the  Son,  and  through  the  Son,  to  the  Father. 
*  *  *  And  the  Holy  Ghost  Himself  before  all  things ,  and  for  all 
things^  and  above  all  things  and  with  all  things,  bows  to  the  Son  (and 
it  so  does,  Itself  alone  being  without  a  Mediator),  through  Whom  it 
WAS  hade  before  all  things  ^  as  the  Son  also  before  all  things,  and  for  all 
ihingSy  and  with  aU  things,  and  above  all  things,  bows  to  the  Father 
and  gives  thanks  without  a  Mediator"  (262). 

^i).  Athanasius'  Oration  /.,  Against  the  Arian,  as  quoted  in  Contogonis' 
Literary  and  Critical  History  of  the  Holy  Fathers  of  the  Church  who  flourished 
from  the  First  Century  tothe  Eighth;  and  of  their  ttiritings,  (in  Greek),  tome  2, 
Athene  A.  D.  1853,  P^g^  H9  &nd  150. 

(262).  Migne's  Patrologia  Laiina,  torn.  13,  col.  618.  Hnne  Spiritnm  opor- 
tet  no6  neceasarie  oonfiteri    *    *    *    tertium  post  Patrem  et  Filinm  natora 
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The  Arian  author  of  the  Sixteenth  of  those  Fragments,  perhaps 
of  the  Fourth  or  Fifth  Century  (263),  published  by  Migne  under  the 
heading  **  Old  Monuments  pertaining  to  the  Do^rine  of  the  Arians*^ 
quotes  as  favoring  his  side  a  certain  Bishop  Bithenus^**  of  whom  an 
annotator  in  Migne  remarks,  **  This  Bishop  Bithenus  is  unknaton  to  me. 
An  Arian  Bishop  Bitinicus  occurs  in  the  subscriptions  of  the  Coutt'- 
cil  of  Sardica^  in  Hilary  Op,  Hist,  Frag,  iU,  Bithynicus^  a  heretic^ 
occurs  in  the  time  of  the  Emperor  Constantius  in  Athanasius^  iPPP^  ^* 
t.,  p,  377 1*')  (264).  If,  as  I  presume,  he  was  an  Arian,  and  worshipped 
the  Son  as  a  creature,  relatively  to  the  Father,  we  have  here  an  instance 
of  profisssed  relative  creature-service  in  the  following  passage: 

"But  we  do  homage  to  the  Son,  because,  in  our  opinion,  it  is 
certain  thai  that  glory  of  his  ascbnds  to  th9  father"  (265). 

Here  the  following  facts  are  evident.    The  Arians  believed 

I.  That  the  Holy  Ghost  is  a  creature. 

This  is  evident  from  the  expressions : 

**/fe  is  the  [or  **  a  '''\first  and  greater  work  of  the  Father  ikrougk 
the  Son,  created  through  the  Son,** 

This,  of  course,  makes  His  creation  posterior  to  the  Son's. 

»  »  »  |{i^  ^^  primnm  et  majos  Patris  per  Filiom  opns,  creatnm  per  PUhmi. 
»  »  »  ^Q  Spiritus  sanctos  nou  Dens  neque  Dominus,  nou  Creator  neqne 
Factor,  nou  colcjidus  neque  adorandus.  *  *  *  In  isto  Spiritu  et  angeli  ador- 
ant  Filium,  et  arcangeli  et  omnes  invisibilium  et  coelestium  naturae  in  isto 
adorant  Fiiium,  et  per  Filium,  Patrem ;  *  *  *  et  ipse  Spiritus  sanctns  ante 
omnia  et  pro  omnibus  et  super  omnia  et  cum  omnibus  Filium  adorat  ipse  solus 
sine  mediatore,  per  quern  factus  est  ante  omnia :  sicuti  et  Filius  ante  omnia  et 
pro  omnibus,  et  cum  omnibus,  et  super  omnia  Patrem  adorat,  et  gratias  agit  sine 
mediatore. 

(263).  A  note  on  the  Sixth  of  those  Axian  Fragments  puts  its  date  about  A. 
D.  381.  See  note  "A,"  col.  610,  tome  13,  of  Migne's  Pintrologia  Latina.  Thia^ 
Fragment  zvi,  is  perhaps  of  about  the  same  age,  though  it  contains  no  dear 
record  as  to  its  exact  date. 

(264).     Id.,  col.  622,  Note  '*A.»» 

(265).  Migne's  Patrologia  Latina,  tom.  13,  col.  621.  Similiter  etiam 
Bithenus  episcopus  et  cognitus  ad  Papam.  *  *  *  "  Veneramur  antem- 
Filium,  quia  apud  nos  cerium  est  hanc  ejus  gloriam  ad  Patretn  ascendere,^* 
On  the  words  ad  Papam,  the  author  of  note  **  j*,**  col«  622,  id.,  states :  **  Perhaps 
Pope  Julius  is  to  be  understood,  to  whom  the  Epistle  ofSardica  was  written^ 
Hilary,  Op.  Hist  Frag.  iL*' 
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2.  The  Arians  seem  also  to  have  held  that  the  Holy  Spirit  is  of  a 
^    different  nature  from  the  Father  and  from  the  Son  also. 

For  this  Arian  writer  says  that  the  Holy  Spirit  is,  ''7^  Third 
in  Nature  and  in  order  after  the  Father  and  the  San/'  the  third  in 
order,  that  is,  as  being  a  creation  of  the  Father  by  the  Son,  (''through 
whom/'  as  it  adds  below,  '*  It  was  mads  before  ail  things;''^  and  so 

1^  as  having  the  Third  place  after  them,  and  the  third  in  nature  after 
them,  because,  as  the  Arians  denied  that  the  Son  is  of  the  same  sulh 

L  stance  with  the  Father,  so  they  made  the  Holy  Spirit  to  be  of  a  dif- 
ferent substance  from  either. 

That,  indeed,  was  the  teaching  of  Arius  himself,  for  in  the  Con- 
fession written  by  him  and  several  others  of  his  party  to  St.  Alexan- 
-    der,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  they  expressly  say,  **  There  are  Three 
Subsistences.'^    And  in  the  Thalia  Arius  writes : 

'*  There  is  a  Trinity  who  are  of  unlike  glories;  their  substances  are 
not  mixed  up  with  each  other. ' ' 

3.  Yet  it  is  added,  singularly  enough,  that  this  creature  worships 
another,  whom  the  Arians  held  to  be  also  a  creature ;  that  is,  accord- 
ing to  those  creature-servers,  a  creature  worships  a  creature !  For 
the  writer  adds, 

•*  The  H01.Y  GflOST  HiMSEi<P  {He  Himself  alone  [being]  without 
a  Mediator),  before  all  things,  and  for  all  things,  and  above  all  things^ 
^    and  with  all  things  BOWS  TO  the  Son,  *  * 

4.  Next  follows  the  important  statement  which  is  closely  con- 
nected in  ideas  with  what  just  precedes : 

•*  TTiis  Holy  Ghost  is  not  God,  nor  I/)rd,  nor  Maker  ;   //  is 

3^0T  TO  BE  worshipped  NOR  TO  BE  BOWED  TO." 

5.  The  Arians  worshipped  God  the  Son  as  a  creature,  relatively, 
Junoever,  to  the  uncreated  Father,  This,  of  course,  was  a  return  to  the 
sinful,  heathenish  principle  of  relative  service;  that  is,  serving  a  created 
^hing^  or  a  created  person,  for  the  sake  of  the  true  God,  as  the 
Israelites  served  the  true  God  through  the  golden  calf  in  the  wilder- 
^less,  and  through  the  calves  at  Bethel,  and  at  Dan,  and  so  were 
accursed  and  scourged  by  God. 

And  what  is  more,  in  one  of  the  following  passages,  that  Arian 
^^elative  service  of  a  creature,  by  a  creature,  is  charged  to  the  influence 
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of  the  Holy  Ghost  /  I  quote  Passage  I.  :  *  *  But  we  do  homage  to  the 
Son,  because,  in  our  opinion,  it  is  certain  that  that  glory  of  His  as- 
cends TO  THE  Father.** 

PASSAGE  II. 

*  *  By  that  Spirit  [the  Holy  Ghost]  the  angels  also  bow  to  the  Sofi  ; 
and  the  archangels  and  all  the  natures  of  invisible  and  heavenly  beings, 
by  It  bow  to  the  Son,  and  through  THE  Son  to  the  Father;**  that 
is,  relatively  to  a  creature  for  the  sake  of  the  Father. 

And,  in  what  at  once  follows,  the  Arian  blasphemer  makes  the 
Holy  Spirit  not  only  a  mover  to  that  creature-service,  but  also  a  par- 
ticipant and  chief  in  that  Arian  relative-service.  For  he  immediately 
adds:* 

''And  Tun  Holy  Ghost  Himsei^f  before  aU  things,  and  for  all 
things,  and  above  all  things,  and  with  all  things,  bows  to  the  Son;'' 
that  is,  in  the  way  It  is  represented  above,  **  through  the  Son  to  the 
leather;'*  as  I  understood  him  to  mean. 

But  according  to  the  Arian  view,  the  Spirit,  though  a  creature, 
was  in  one  respect  at  least  like  the  Son  Himself;  that  is,  It  did  not 
need  a  mediator. 

From  the  foregoing  passages  it  will  be  seen  that  Arianism,  which 
worshipped  a  created  God  the  Son,  and  which  made  that  created  and 
therefore  inferior  God  to  be  worshipped  by  a  created  Holy  Ghost  and 
by  all  other  creatures,  and  which  fell  into  the  sin  of  relative-service, 
was  a  plain  and  evident  apostasy  back  to  the  heathen  sins  of  relative- 
service  and  creature-service. 

I  will  add  that  by  its  making  two  Gods,  the  Father  an  eternal, 
and  because  eternal,  therefore  a  superior  God,  and  the  Son  a  non- 
eternal,  but  created,  and  because  non-eternal  and  created,  an  inferior 
God;  it  was  a  plain  apostasy  to  Polytheism. 

And  by  its  denial  of  the  real  divinity  of  Him  whom  the  scriptures 
again  and  again  call  really  **  GW,**  as  for  instance  in  I.  John,  v., .  20; 
John  I.,  I,  14;  John  xx.,  28  ;  and  by  its  denial  of  the  eternity  of  that 
divine  Spirit  Whom  the  Holy  GhQ3t  by  Paul  in  Hebrews  ix.,  14, 
expressly  terms  '' eternal, ^^  \%  was  evidently  both  illogical  and  infidel, 
for  while  professing  to  receive  the  Scriptures  which  teach  those  truths, 
it  rejeded  the  Scriptures  in  eflFect,  by  denying  those  truths,  for  they 
necessarily  stand  or  fiEdl  together. 
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8.  St,  Athanasius  brands  Arins'  heresy  as  resulting  in  Polytheism 

and  Creature-Service.     St.  EpiphaniuSy  and  other  Fathers^  to  the  same 
effect. 

St.  Athanasius  has  so  much  on  those  themes,  that  we  can  give 
only  a  small  part  of  it  here.  The  reader  can  readily  find  more  in  the 
Oxford  translations  into  English  of  some  of  his  works,  and  in  the 
originals  of  all  of  them.  Again  and  again  he  insists  on  the  truth 
that  the  Logos  has  come  out  of  the  Father's  substance,  and  that  He 
is  consubstantial  and  co-eternal  with  Him;  and  that  the  Arian  denial  of 
those  truths  necessarily  ends  in  Polytheism  and  in  the  creature-service 
of  bowing,  as  an  act  of  religious  worship,  to  a  creature,  and  of  pray- 
ing to  a  creature:  whereas,  he  shows,  the  Orthodox  refused  to  invoke 
any  creature  whomsoever  and  to  bow  to  any  creature  as  a<5ls  of  relig- 
ious worship.  And  this  he  could  say  with  truth,  for  as  yet  we  never 
read  of  any  saint-worship  in  the  Christian  Church.  On  the  contrary, 
as  that  very  able  Anglican,  Rev.  J.  Endell  Tyler  in  his  Primitive 
Christian  Worship  has  shown,  the  Primitive  Christian  writers  express 
themselves  strongly  against  that  Sin.  No  son  of  the  English  Church 
of  our  day  has  deserved  so  well  of  it,  as  that  too  little  appreciated  and 
scholarly  man.  Arianism  was  the  door  by  which  the  soul-destro5dng 
sin  of  serving  creatures  first  entered  the  fortress  of  the  Universal 
Church,  only  however  to  be  cast  out  of  it  at  once  by  the  First  Ecu- 
menical Synod.  Yet  contrary  to  Nicaea,  it  spread  for  some  years,  by 
the  aid  of  the  Arian  Emperors  over  most  of  the  church,  for  Orthodox 
prelates  were  thrust  out  of  their  sees,  and  creature- worshipping  Arians 
were  put  into  their  places,  and  for  a  long  period,  the  poor  people  were 
taught  that  creature-service  is  right,  that  creatures  may  be  invoked, 
bowed  to,  etc.;  and  some  of  those  so  trained  seem  to  have  retained 
something  of  that  error,  for  we  find  it  afterwards  among  some, 
though  forbidden  by  Nicaea  and  by  all  the  Five  Ecumenical  Synods 
after  it.  For  we  must  remember  that  even  in  the  latter  part  of  Con« 
stantine's  reign.  Orthodoxy  was  more  or  less  harassed,  and  that  fi-om 
the  beginning  of  his  Son  Constantine*s  reign  to  its  end,  A.  D.  337- 
361,  it  was  persecuted;  that  during  Julian  the  Apostate's  sway,  A.  D. 
361-363,  it  could  look  for  no  special  favor,  for  as  a  creature-server  he 
was  naturally  nearer  Arianism  than  Orthodoxy;  it  breathed  freely 
during  the  short  reign  of  the  Orthodox  Jovian,  A.  D.  363-364,  that 
is  from  June  27,  A.  D.  363  to  February  16,  364,  that  is  less  than 
eight  months:  and  that  during  the  reign  of  Valens  over  the  Eastern 
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Empire  A.  D.  364-378,  it  was  persecuted  there.  From  A.  D.  364,. 
when  Valentinian  I.  became  Western  Emperor,  the  Western  Orthodox 
had  peace.  But  from  the  accession  of  Constantius  in  A.  D.  350  to 
the  rule  of  the  whole  Roman  Empire,  West  and  East,  till  his  death 
A.  D.  361,  the  Western  Church  was  under  the  harrow.  Wordsworth 
in  his  article  in  Smith  and  Wace's  Di6lionary  of  Christian  Biography 
on  the  Sons  of  Constantine,  Volume  I.,  page  652,  tells  us  from  ancient 
authors  how  bitterly  the  Western  Orthodox  were  persecuted  during 
those  ten  years.     He  writes: 

**It  would  take  too  long  to  recount  the  disgraceful  proceedings 
at  the  Council  of  Aries  in  353,  where  the  legates  of  the  new  Pope, 
Liberius,  were  taken  in,  or  at  Milan  in  355,  when  Constantius  declared 
that  his  own  will  should  serve  the  Westerns  for  a  canon  as  it  had 
served  the  Syrian  Bishops,  and  proceeded  to  banish  and  imprison,  no 
less  than  147  of  the  more  prominently  Orthodox  clergy  and  laity 
{Hist,  Ar,  ad  Man.  33,  etc.:  see  De  Broglie,  III.,  p.  263).  The  most 
important  of  the  sufferers  were  Eusebius  of  Vercelli,  Lucifer  of 
Cagliari,  and  Dionysius  of  Milan.  Soon  after  followed  the  exile  of 
Liberius,  and  in  355,  that  of  Hosius.  All  this  was  intended  to  lead 
up  to  the  final  overthrow  of  Athanasius. 

* '  Early  in  356  Syrianus,  the  Duke  of  Egypt,  began  the  open  perse- 
cution of  the  Catholics  at  Alexandria,  and  Constantius,  when  appealed 
to  confirmed  his  adlions,  and  sent  Heraclius  to  hand  over  all  the 
Churches  to  the  Arians,  which  was  done  with  great  violence  and 
cruelty,  {Hist,  Ar.  54).  George  of  Cappadoda"  [an  Arian]  **  was  in- 
truded into  the  church,  and  Athanasius  was  forced  to  hide  in  the  desert 
In  the  same  year  Hilary  of  Poitiers  was  banished  to  Phrygia." 

During  Constantius'  time  as  Jerome  writes,  **  TTie  whole  world 
groaned  and  wondered  that  it  was  Aria?t. ' '  Edgar,  who  is  not  always 
sound,  nevertheless  says  well,  what  I  here  quote  to  show  how  thor- 
oughly Arianism  had  befouled  the  Church  by  violence  and  tynuiny. 
He  writes  on  pages  307  to  309  as  follows: 

**The  Arians,  supported  by  the  emperor,  continued  the  peiisecu- 
tion  of  the  Nicene  faith,  till  the  world,  in  general,  became  Axian.  The 
contagion  of  heresy,  like  a  desolating  pestilence,  spread  through  the 
wide  extent  of  eastern  and  western  Christendom.  The  melancholy 
tale  has,  among  others,  been  attested  by  Sozomen,  Jerome,  Basil, 
Augustine,  Vincentius,  Prosper,  Beda,  Baronius,  and  Labbeus. 
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'*  'The  east  and  west/  sajrs  Sozomen,  'seemed,  through  fear  of 
Constantius,  to  agree  in  faith.'  Arianism,  all  know,  was  the  faith 
produced  by  dread  of  the  emperor.  'The  whole  world/  says  the 
sainted  Jerome,  'groaned  and  wondered  to  find  itself  become  Arian.* 
Gregory's  relation  is  still  more  circumstantial  and  melancholy.  'All/ 
says  this  celebrated  author,  'except  a  very  few  whom  obscurity  pro- 
tedled,  or  whose  resolution,  through  divine  strength,  was  proof 
against  temptation  and  danger,  temporised,  yielded  to  the  emperor, 
and  betrayed  the  faith.  Some,'  he  adds,  'were  chiefs  of  the  impiety, 
and  some  were  circumvented  by  threats,  gain,  ignorance,  or  flattery. 
The  rightful  guardians  of  the  faith,  a(5tuated  by  hope  or  fear,  became 
its  persecutors.  Pew  were  found,  who  did  not  sign  with  their  hands 
i?hat  they  condemned  in  their  hearts ;  while  many,  who  had  been  ac- 
counted invincible,  were  overcome.  The  faithful,  without  distinAion, 
were  degraded  and  banished.'  The  subscription  of  the  Byzantine 
confession  was  an  indispensable  qualification  for  obtaining  and 
retaining  the  episcopal  dignity. 

"Basil  on  the  occasion,  uses  still  stronger  language  than  Gregory. 
He  represents  the  church  as  reduced  to  that  'complete  desperation, 
which  he  calls  its  dissolution. '  According  to  Augustine,  '  the  church, 
as  it  were,  perished  firom  the  earth.  Nearly  all  the  world  fell  from, 
the  apostolic  faith.  Among  six  hundred  and  fifty  bishops,  were 
found  scarcely  seven,  who  obeyed  God  rather  than  the  emperor,  and 
who  would  neither  condemn  Athanasius  nor  deny  the  Trinity.*  The 
latins,  according  to  Vincentius,  '  yielded  almost  all  to  force  or  fraud, 
and  the  poison  of  Arianism  contaminated,  not  merely  a  few,  but  nearly 
the  whole  world.' 

"'Nearly  all  the  churches  in  the  whole  world,*  says  Prosper, 
*  were,  in  the  name  of  peace  and  the  emperor,  polluted  with  the  com- 
munion of  the  Arians.'  The  councils  of  Ariminum  and  Seleucia, 
which  embraced  the  eastern  and  western  prelacy,  all,  through  treach- 
ery, condemned  the  ancient'  faith.  The  Ariminian  confession,  the 
saint  denominated  'the  Ariminian  perfidy.'  'The  Arian  madness,* 
sa3rs  the  English  historian  Bede,  'corrupted  the  whole  continent, 
opened  a  way  for  the  pestilence  beyond  the  ocean,  and  shed  its  poison 
on  the  British  and  other  western  islands*  *'  (266). 

(266).     'Sddicei  T&rt  6th  rbv  rav  ^aaikkuq  ^^ov,  avaroXii  xai  dvaic  ofio^veiv  nepl  rd 
^fM,  (Sosomen,  IV.,  z6.).  Ingemnit  totns  orbis,  et  Arianum  se  esse  mirattu  est, 
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Few  systems  of  error  have  been  more  violent  and  brutal  than 
Arianism.  In  the  days  of  its  power  it  was  ruthless.  Witness  its  out- 
rages, murders,  and  tyrannies  at  Alexandria  and  elsewhere,  its  op- 
pression of  the  majority  of  Christians,  who  still  remained  true  to  the 
Nicene  Creed,  its  removals  of  soimd  Bishops  from  their  sees,  its  fill- 
ing their  places  with  creature-serving  Arians,  its  persecution  of  the 
Trinitarian  clergy  and  laity  in  the  whole  Roman  Empire ;  an  I  in 
Spain  after  the  Gothic  conquest.  And  its  terrible  slaughters  of 
the  Trinitarians  in  Africa  in  the  Vandal  invasion,  its  confiscatings 
and  exilings  of  the  people,  and  its  punishing  and  exiling  of  Trinitarian 
Bishops  there,  and  its  wholesale  confiscation  of  their  Churches  and 
its  use  of  them  for  their  polytheistic,  Christ' s-Divinity-denying  wor- 
ship, and  its  outrageous  treatment  of  females  for  professing  the  Nicene 
Faith  are  all  told  even  by  the  skeptic  Gibbon  in  the  thirty-third  and 
the  thirty-seventh  Chapters  of  his  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Roman 
Empire,  Its  policy  in  Africa  was  one  of  general  spoilation  and  con- 
fiscation, and  cruelty  (267).  Even  Gibbon  in  the  index  to  his  Decline 
and  Fall  of  the  Roman  Empire,  under  ^^  Arians,  ^^  witnesses  to  their 
cruelty  in  the  East,  that  they  "^^  abused  their  victory  over  the  Council  of 
Nice, '  *  and  that  they  ' '  displayed  less  firmness  in  adversity  than  their 
opponeyitsy  The  fact  is  that  they  had  but  little  strength  in  the 
Church  at  the  start;  and  that  their  chief  reliance,  as  Athanasius  shows, 

Qerom.  adv.  Lucif.  4,  300).  WJjv  oXiyuv  &yav,  (Nazian.  Or.  21).  ISlc  airoyvctaiv  iavruv 
epx6fi€6a.  iravriTaj  '/.fj/jirrai  irapa  kuKkijaU^^  (Basil,  ep.  82.  ad  Athan.  3,  173).  Tanquam 
perierit  ecclesia  de  orbe  terrarum,  (August  Ep.  93).  L'eglise  €toit  perie,  (Apol. 
I,  100).  Dilapso  a  fide  Apostolorum  omni  pene  tnundo.  De  sexcentis  et  quin- 
quaginta,  ut  fertur,  episcopis  vis  septem  inventi  sunt,  qnibus  cariora  essent  Dei 
praecepta  quam  regis,  videlicet  ut  nee  in  Athanasii  damnationem  oonvenirent, 
nee  Trinitatis  coufessionem  negarent,  (Augustin,  Contra  Jul.  10, 919).  Axianonmi 
venenum  non  jam  portiunculam  quandam,  sed  pene  orbem  tottun  contamina* 
verat,  adeo  ut  prope  cunctis  Latini  sermonis  episcopis,  partim  vi,  partim  fraude, 
caligo  quaedam  mentibus  offunderetur,  (Vincent.  Com.  "^644).  Omnes  pene 
ecclesiae,  toto  orbe  sub  nomine  pacis  et  regis,  Arianorum  consortio  poUnantur, 
(Prosper,  Chron.  i,  423).  Ariana  vesania,  corrupto  orbe  toto,  banc  etiam  insulam 
veneno  sui  infecit  erroris.  Non  solum  orbis  totius,  sed  et  insulanun  ecdesiis 
aspersit,  (Beda,  i,  8).  Fere  omnes  episcopi  in  fraudem  sunt  inducti,  ut  Ocdden- 
tales  Ariminensi  illi  formulae,  ita  Orientales  subscriberent,  (Baron,  in  Bisciola^ 
230).  Omnes  pene  totius  orbis  antistites  metu  exilii  et  tormentonun  per  vim^ 
induzerunt,  (Labbeus,  2,  912). 

(267).    Gibbon's -^<7w<?,  Chapter  XXXin.,  Vol.   HI.,  page  543,  and  VoL 
IV.,  p.  138,  of  Bohn's  seven  volume  edition.    See  the  original  soaxces  there  cited. 
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was  on  the  secular  power,  and  that  when  it  failed  to  support  them_ 
they  naturally  fell,  but  not  however  till  they  had  indo<5lrinated,  during 
long  years,  many  with  the  belief  that  creature- worship  is  right. 

If  in  the  following  pages  St.  Athanasius  uses  strong  language  of - 
the  Arian  heresy,  we  must  remember  its  long  and  bitter  struggle  to 
force  on  the  Church  its  fundamental  heresies  of  denying  God,  the 
Word's  Divinity,  and  its  necessary  corollaries  of  Creature-Service  and 
of  Polytheism,  and  its  persecuting  and  wasting  spirit.  Even  after 
the  desolating  and  destroying  Arian  deluge  passed,  it  left  in  Arian 
minds,  which  outwardly  conformed  to  Orthodoxy,  the  seeds  of  crea- 
ture-serving error,  which  were  to  appear  here  and  there  later  on.  For 
that  heresy  tyranized  over  the  West  for  ten  years,  and  over  the  East 
during  most  of  the  long  period,  A.  D.  337  to  378,  that  is,  during  the 
reigns  of  the  persecuting  Arian  Emperors,  Constantius  and  Valens,  a 
period  of  about  thirty-eight  years. 

I  quote  certain  passages  of  Athanasius  against  its  novelty,  its 
denial  of  God  the  Word's  Divinity,  its  Polytheism  and  its  Creature- 
Worship. 

PASSAGE  I, 

OP  ATHANASIUS,  PROM  SECTION   I.    OP  HIS  ORATION  I.  AGAINST  THE: 

ARIANS: 

St.  Athanasius,  in  his  righteous  abhorrence  of  the  great  heresy  of 
Arius,  which  denied  the  Divinity  of  God  the  Word,  and  brought  in 
Polytheism  and  creature- worship,  speaks  of  it  as  from  its  ''father, 
the  devU,*'  as  making  a  pretence  to  be  Christian,  as  perverting  Scrip- 
ture, as  without  reason,  but  using  sophistry  in  its  place,  and  at 
the  end  says  that, 

**  Those  who  call  these  men  [the  Arians]  Christians,  are  in  great 
and  grievous  error,  as  neither  having  studied  Scripture,  nor  under- 
standing Christianity  at  all,  and  the  faith  which  it  contains."  See 
the  whole  passage  on  pages  178  and  179  of  the  Oxford  translation. 

St.  Athanasius  did  not  believe  in  that  false  charity  which  de- 
ceives the  erring  denier  of  Christ's  Divinity,  and  of  the  truth  that 
God  alone  is  to  be  worshipped ;  but,  as  his  bounden  duty  was,  warned 
him,  that  he  might  be  saved.  His  course  was  noble,  and  deserves  to 
be  imitated  by  every  true  bishop,  presbyter,  and  deacon,  and  by  every 
Christian. 
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PASSAGB  II. 

ATHANASIXTS  BRANDS  SKRVICK  TO  CHRIST  AS  A  CRKATURB  AS  NOVEL, 

AS  A  HBRESY,   AND  AS  FROaf  THE  DEVIL,   AND  THOSE 

GUILTY  OP  IT  AS  NOT  CHRISTIAN. 

Athanasius,  in  Sections  8,  9  and  10  of  his  Discourse  I,  Against 

the  Arians,  in  denouncing  the  novelty  and  heresy  of  their  assertion 

that  the  Word  of  God  is  a  creature,  and  is  to  be  worshipped  as  such, 
says  : 

**  jFor  who  at  any  time  yet  heard  of  such  doctrines  t  Or  whence  or 
from  whom  did  the  flatterers  and  bribe-takers  of  the  heresy  hear  such 
things  ?  When  they  were  being  instrudled  as  catechumens,  who 
talked  such  things  to  them  ?  Who  has  said  to  them,  Cecue  to  worship 
the  creation,  and  again  come  and  worship  a  creature  and  a  work? 
£ut  if  even  they  themselves  confess  that  they  have  heard  such  things 
now  for  the  first  time,  let  them  not  deny  that  that  heresy  is  a  thing 
alien,  and  not  from  the  Fathers  (268).  But  what  is  not  from  the 
Fathers,  but  has  been  now  invented,  what  is  it  but  that  of  which  the 
blessed  Paul  has  prophesied  in  the  words,  '/»  the  latter  times  some 
shall  depart  from  the  sound  faith,  giving  heed  to  spirits  of  error,  and  to 
doilrines  of  demons,  in  the  hypocrisy  of  liars,  having  their  own  am- 
sciences  seared  (269),  and  turning  away  from  the  truth^  (270). 

9.  For,  behold,  we  speak  boldly  from  the  Scriptures  of  God  con- 
cerning the  pious  Faith,  and  set  them  up  as  a  lamp  on  its  lamp-stand 
and  say,  that  He  is  by  Nature  Real  and  Genuine  Son  of  the  Father, 
of  His  own  Substance,  Sole-Bom  Wisdom,  and  Real  and  Sole  Word  of 
God.  He  is  not  a  creature  nor  a  work,  but  is  an  offspring  of  the 
Father's  own  Substance.  For  that  reason  He  is  Real  God,  being  of 
one  and  the  same  Substance  with  the  Father.  For  He  is  *  Character 
of  His  Substance '  (271).   But  all  those  other  things  to  which  He  said, 

(268).  St  Athanasius'  Oration  I.  Against  the  Arians,  Section  8,  (page  8, 
Bright*8  edition).  T/f  avrm^  elprfKtv  brt,  "  r^  f if  r^v  ktioiv  Xarpeiav  i^hmf,  KriofiaTi 
jcal  nodjfMTi  rrakiv  rrpooipxfoBe  ^arpeietv;**  El  6k  Koi  avroi  vpurov  vw  dfUjXoyovatv  oiOfKokvai 
ra  Totaiira,  fi^  apveioOucav  aXXorpiav  xai  ft^  ix  irariouv  elvai  t^  aipeciv  raimiv, 

(269).    I.  Tim.  iv.,  I,  2, 

(270).    Titus  i.,  14. 

(271).  Heb.  i.,  3.  XapoKT^p  r^f  imooT&otoi  <Atw,  Newman's  translation, 
most  of  it,  is  good,  but  it  is  very  faulty  in  such  passages  as  John  viiL,  42 ;  John 
zvLy  28,  and  Hebrews  L,  3,  and  in  some  other  passages,  including  some  in  the 
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*  I  have  said  ye  are  gods'  (272)  have  that  grace  from  the  Father  by 
communion  only  witii  the  Word,  through  the  Spirit  (273).  For  He 
is  *  Character  of  the  Father's  substarue^  (274),  and  Light  out  of  Light 
(275),  and  a  real  Likeness  (276)  of  the  Father's  substance  (277).  For 
in  another  place  the  Lord  said,  ^He  that  hath  seen  Me  hath  seen  the 
Father^  (278).  And  He  always  was  and  is,  and  never  was  He  not. 
For  inasmuch  as  the  Father  is  eternal,  His  Logos  [that  is  ^^  His  Rea- 
son'''\  and  His  Wisdom  must  also  be  eternal. 

Septoagint,  because  he  gives  the  readings  of  our  Commou  English  Version  of 
those  places,  instead  of  a  literal  rendering  of  the  Greek,  and  so  blurs  the  sense. 
Some  of  Newman*s  Notes  are  good,  others  methaphysical  rather  than  theolo- 
gical, and  others  of  them  in  favor  of  Roman  creature-worship  and  against  the 
truth  that  God  alone  is  to  be  worshipped,  (Matt  iv.,  10). 

(272).     Psalm  Ixxzi.,  6,  Septuagint,  Psalm  IzzziL,  6,  English  Version. 

(273).  That  is,  the  Logos  is  really  God ;  but  no  creature  is  really  such, 
though,  as  Rosenmiiller,  on  Psalm  IxxxiL,  6,  explains,  the  term  is  applied  there 
to  creatures  as  bearing  authority  or  mission  or  function  from  God.  The  term 
there  used  for  gods  is  not,  however,  the  incommunicable  name,  Jehovah^  which 
is  never  given  to  any  creature,  but  Elohitn^  which  is  sometimes  given  in  Holy 
Writ  to  mere  creatures,  sometimes  to  the  sole  true  God. 

This  is  a  noteworthy  explanation  which  serves  to  illustrate  other  places  in 
Athanasius  where  men  are  spoken  ot  as  gods.  Compare  Rosenmiiller's  Scholia 
in  Vetus  Testamentum  on  Psalm  Ixxxii.,  6.  Athanasius  shows  that  he  means 
that  any  Christian  can  be  called  a  god  by  virtue  of  his  communion  with  Christ 
by  his  Spirit  that  dwelleth  in  us,  though  as  the  Scripture  rarely  applies  the  term 
god  to  men  we  should  use  it  very  rarely,  because  it  is  very  likely  to  be  mis- 
understood. The  Greek  is,  A16  Qk6^  kariv  ah^tvbq^  ahfiivob  Havfjo^  bfmovaio^  vTrdp- 
X^nf.  Ta  (J*  dAAa,  olf  cln-fv,  " 'Eyw  ein-a,  9co<  iarc,"  yi6vQV  fieroxv  tov  \6yov  Sid  tov 
Ilvr^/iaroc  rainjv  ixovai  n^  X^P^^  ^^P^  ^<^  liarpd^. 

(274).    Hcb.  L,  3. 

(275).  The  Logos  is  called  a  Light  in  John  i.,  9,  10;  and  in  Luke  ii.,  32. 
Compare  John  viiL,  12.  The  Father  is  spoken  of  in  James  i.,  17,  as  the  Father 
of  Lights^  and  He  is  called  Light  in  I.  John  i.,  5,  etc 

(276).     L  Cor.  i.,  24;  IL  Cor.  iv.,  4;  Col.  i.,  15. 

(277.)    We  often  say  of  a  child,  for  instance,  that  he  is  the  very  image  of 
his  father;  that  is,  he  is  of  the  same  substance,  and  is  like  him ;  though  we 
must  not  cany  this  comparison  beyond  what  is  right,  for  the  Father,  the  Logos, 
and  the  Holy  Ghost  are  three  Parts  of  but  one  God ;  whereas  a  man  and  his  two 
•qhb  are  not  only  three  persons,  but  also  three  different  and  entire  men. 

(278).    John  xiv.,  9. 
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But  on  the  other  hand  what  do  they  bring  forward  to  us  out  of 
their  all-blamed  Thalia?  (279).  Or,  first  of  all,  let  them  study  it 
themselves,  imitating  the  style  of  the  one  who  wrote  it,  in  order  that 
even  if  they  are  made  sport  of  by  others,  they  may  [then]  learn  how 
low  they  have  fallen  and  how  prostrate  they  lie,  and  so  let  them  then 
recite  it.     But  what  could  they  recite  out  of  it  but  that, 

*  God  was  not  always  a  Father^  but  became  so  afterwards.  The 
Son  was  not  always,  for  He  was  not  before  He  was  generated.  He  did 
not  come  out  of  the  Father,  but  He  was  made  out  of  nothing.  He  is  not 
of  the  Father's  07vn  substance,  for  He  is  a  creature  and  a  work.  And 
Christ  is  not  real  God,  but  made  God  by  communion  only  (280).  The 
Son  does  not  know  the  Father  accurately,  nor  does  the  Word  see  the 
Father  perfeSlly,  nor  does  the  Word  understand  or  know  the  Father 
acairately,  but  He  is  called  Word  and  Wisdom  in  name  only,  and  is 
called  Son  and  Power  by  favor  (281).  He  is  not  unchangeable,  as  the 
Father  is,  but  is  changeable  by  nature,  as  creatures  are,  afid  He  lacks  the 
power  to  cofnprehend  and  know  the  Father,^  ** 

Then  St.  Athanasius  goes  on  to  state  that  the  whole  difference 
between  the  Orthodox  and  the  Arians  turned  on  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  Word  is  very  God  or  not:  that,  if  He  be  real  God,  then 
it  will  at  once  follow  that  He  is  eternal,  and  of  the  Father's  own  sub- 
stance, not  a  creatiure,  and  that  He  is  in  fact  as  in  name  the  very 
Word  and  Wisdom  of  God,  and  not  as  the  Arians  asserted  a  mere 
partaker  of  heavenly  Wisdom  and  a  second  Word  and  Wisdom. 
Next,  in  Chapter  X.,  He  goes  on  to  imply  again,  as  he  writes  more  ^ 

(279).  See  a  translation  of  parts  of  that  infamous  and  Christ-dishonoring 
work  below. 

(280).  Greek,  /cai  ovk  tartv  a/j/Otvb^  Qcug  6  X/w<rrof,  a/vJi  fierox^  koI  ovt^  tdeoTr- 
oifjOff.  Mero^y  is  rendered  also  ^'by participation,^^  that  is,  being  made  to  partake 
of  the  influences  of  the  Holy  Spirit  Here  we  see  that  the  Arians,  like  modem 
Anti-Trinitarians,  are  prone  to  apply  the  words  /  have  said,  ye  are  gods,  to 
prove  that  he  may  be  a  creature  and  yet  be  called  God.  An  Anti-Trinitarian 
Hofhnanite,  in  arguing  with  me  a  few  days  ago,  used,  I  think,  this  very  expres- 
sion of  Psalm  Ixxxii.,  6.  Athanasius,  in  effect,  takes  the  termgod  here,  as  ap- 
plied to  men,  to  mean  merely  godly.  For  all  men  who  wish  can  become  gods^ 
in  the  sense  above  explained  by  him,  by  communion  with  God's  Spirit,  the 
Father's  great  Sanctifying  Agent,  who  is  sent  through  the  Son.  For  we  who 
are  Christians  aim  to  be  msAe  godly  by  the  sanctifying  influences  of  the  Spirit 

(281).  Greek,  koI  x^pt^i  ^^erai  Tiof  ml  Sh>a/iic.  That  is,  Arius  means,  Christ 
is  a  Son  by  grace  only,  and  is  not  at  all  of  the  substance  of  the  Father. 
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openly  elsewhere,  that  the  Arian  assertions  that  the  Word  is  a  creature 
and  a  made  God  end  in  creature-service  and  in  polytheism.  For 
speaking  of  the  utterances  of  the  Orthodox  as  to  the  eternity,  the 
consubstantiality,  and  the  real  Divinity  of  God  the  Word,  and  the 
heretical  Arian  utterances  quoted  above  which  are  opposed  to  them, 
he  asks  the  Arians, 

**  Which  of  those  two  sets  of  utterances  asserts  the  Divinity  uf 
the  Son  of  the  Father,  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  and  shows  Him  to  be 
God  ?  Those  which  ye  vomit  forth,  or  those  which  we  have  uttered  from 
the  Scriptures  and  do  assert  now?  If  therefore  the  Saviour  is  not 
God,  nor  Word,  nor  Son,  ye  and  the  pagans  and  the  present  Jews  are 
at  liberty  to  say  what  ye  wish  (282).  But  if  He  is  the  Word  of  the 
Father  and  the  Real  Son,  and  is  God  come  out  of  God,  and  is  over  all 
blessed  forever  (283),  why  is  it  not  a  worthy  thing  to  obliterate  and  to 
efiace  those  other  [Arian]  expressions,  and  the  Arian  Thalia,  as  but  a 
pattern  of  wickednesses  and  full  of  all  impiety?  He  who  falls  into  that 
impiety  knoweth  not  that  giants  perish  by  ity  and  that  he  falleth  into  a 
snare  of  Hades  (284).  And  even  they  themselves  also  know  that, 
and  yet  as  unscrupulous  men  they  conceal  it,  not  having  the  courage 
to  speak  out  those  things,  but  uttering  other  things  than  those.  For 
if  they  speak  they  will  be  condemned;  and  if  they  are  suspedled  they 
will  be  smitten  by  all  with  refutations  taken  out  of  the  Scriptures. 
Wherefore,  in  their  unscrupulousness  as  Sojis  of  this  world  (2^^^  after 
feeding  their  so-called  lamp  from  the  wild  olive,  and  fearing  l^ast  it 
may  soon  be  quenched  (for  Scripture  saith,  *  The  light  of  impious 
men  is  quenched)  (286),  they  hide  it  under  the  bushel  (287)  of  their 

{282).  That  is,  if  the  Saviour  be  not  God,  and  Word,  and  Son,  the  denieis 
of  his  Divinity  and  Wordshipand  real  Sonship  by  Nature,  whether,  pagans,  pres- 
ent unbelieving  Jews,  or  Arians,  are  right  in  their  disbelieving  utterances  regard- 
ing him  and  in  their  belief  that  He  is  a  mere  creature. 

(283).  Romans  ix.,  5,  "Christ,  *  *  ♦  who  is  over  all,  God,  blessed 
forever." 

(284).  This  is  the  translation  of  the  Septuagint  of  Proverbs  ix.,  18;  New- 
man in  his  translation  gives  the  English  Version  instead,  which  is  not  the  same 
in  sense. 

(285).    Luke  xvi,  8. 

(286).  Job  xviii,  5.  The  Septuagint  has  the  future  o^eaO^trm^  instead  of 
the  present  a^hnnrrai  which  Athanasius  uses  here.  Van  Ess*  edition,  Bagster*s, 
and  Field's  edition  all  give  ofleoOi/oerat. 

(287).     Matt  v.,  15;  Mark  iv.,  21 ;  Luke  xi.,  33. 
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hypocrisy,  and  utter  other  thmgs,  and  tell  of  the  patronage  of  their 
friends  and  of  the  fear  inspired  by  Constantius,  in  order  that  those 
who  have  once  gone  over  to  them  under  the  influence  of  their 
hypocrisy  and  of  their  promises  may  not  see  the  foulness  of  their 
heresy.  Is  it  not  deserving  of  hatred  for  the  additional  reason, 
also  that  it  dares  not  speak  out  but  is  kept  hid  and  is  kept  warm  by 
its  own  friends,  as  a  serpent?  For  whence  did  they  bring  together 
those  short  [Arian]  expressions  [of  the  Thalia]  to  themselves.  Or 
from  whom  forsooth,  have  they  taken  such  expressions,  and  dared  to 
utter  them.  They  can  not  name  any  man  who  has  supplied  them 
with  those  [Arian]  expressions.  For  what  man  is  there,  be  he  Greek 
or  barbarian,  who  dares  to  assert  that  he  whom  he  conpbssbs 
TO  BE  GOD  IS  A  CREATURE,  and  that  He  was  not  before  He  was  made 
(288)  ?  Or  who  is  there  who  has  believed  in  God,  and  yet  refuses  to 
believe  Him  when  He  sa3rs.  This  is  my  beloved  San  (289),  and  asserts 
that  He  is  not  a  Son  but  a  work.  On  the  contrary  all  will  be  the 
more  angry  with  them  for  making  such  mad  assertions.  But  they 
have  no  pretext  for  their  heresies  in  the  Scriptures  either.  For  it 
has  often  been  shown  and  will  be  shown  now  also,  that  those  [pet] 
phrases  [of  theirs]  are  alien  to  the  Oracles  of  God.  Therefore  since 
all  that  remains  is  to  say  that  they  received  them  from  thk 
DEVii«  and  have  become  mad,  (for  he  alone  is  the  sower  of  those 
[Arian]  expressions),  come  let  us  make  a  stand  against  him,  for 
we  wrestle  against  him  acfling  in  them,  in  order  that  the  Lord  help- 
ing us,  and  that  the  dexdl,  as  is  usually  the  case,  being  overcome  by 
argtunents,  they  may  be  put  to  shame  when  they  see  him  without 
resources  who  sowed  the  heresy  among  them,  and  may  learn  even, 
though  at  a  late  time,  that  being  Arians,  they  are  not- 
Christians'*  (290),  (291). 

PASSAGE  2. 

St.  Athanasius,  in  Sedlions  10,  11,  12,  13  and  14  of  his  Third 
Oration  Against  the  Arians,  argues  that  because  the  Word  has  come 

(288).     Greek,  in  Bright's  edition,  page  11,   T/f  }6p  k<mv  avdp&iruv  fl  "EXhjv  ^ 

"Bdppapo^^  bffTic  bv  6fio7joyti  8fdv,  tovtov  toX/ji^  ^^yetv  kva  dv€u  tuv  KTiafA&Tuv,  koX,  "  Ovk  1ji» 
Tpiv  irotrjOy, 

(289).     Matt  iii.,  17. 

(290).     'Apetapoi  6vrff,  ovk  nal  Xpumavol. 

(291).    St  Athanasius'  Oration  /.  Against  tftt  Arians,  Sections  8,  9,  10^ 
pages  8-1 1,  of  Bright's  edition. 
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out  of  the  Father  and  because  in  I.  Thessalonians  iii.,  11,  St.  Paul 
asks  the  Father  and  the  Son  for  blessing,  therefore  the  Son  must  be 
God  and  of  the  same  substance  with  the  Father,  because  no  one  would 
join  a  creature  to  God  in  prayer  for  help.  I.  Thessalonians  iii.,  ii> 
reads  in  Athanasius'  Greek  here  as  follows,  literally  translated: 

**And  may  our  God  and  Father  Himself  and  our  Lard  Jesus- 
Anointed  direct  our  way  to  you^  The  place  is  on  pages  416  to  421 
in  the  Oxford  translation.  I  have  room  here  to  quote  but  a  little  of 
it.  In  Section  12,  Athanasius  contends  that  whatever  the  Father 
gives  he  gives  through  God  the  Son,  that  no  creature  can  share  His 
prerogative  of  giving,  and  adds: 

**No  one  therefore  would  pray  to  receive  from  God  and  the 
angels,  or  from  any  of  the  other  creatures,  nor  would  any  one  say, 
May  God  and  the  angel  give  to  thee;  but  [he  would  pray  to  receive] 
from  the  Father  and  the  Son  because  of  their  oneness  and  of  their 
uniform  [way  of]  giving.  For  those  things  which  are  given  are  given 
through  the  Son:  and  there  is  nothing  which  the  Father  does  not  inwork 
through  the  Son.    For  in  that  way  he  who  receives  has  grace  secure. '  * 

Here  St.  Athanasius  teaches  what  elsewhere  he  urges  again  and 
again,  that  it  is  prerogative  to  Christ  as  Mediator  to  be  the  Interme- 
diary between  the  Father  and  His  creatures,  and  to  be  the  sole 
channel  of  grace  from  him  to  them. 

He  proceeds  to  show  therefore  that  in  several  places  of  the  Old 
Testament  God  the  Word  was  the  Angel,  that  is  Messenger  of  the 
Father  to  men,  and  that  if  the  patriarch  Jacob  had  invoked  a  created 
angel  ttnth  God  it  would  have  been  a  reje5Hny  of  God,     I  quote: 

'*  And  if  the  patriarch  Jacob,  in  blessing  his  grandchildren  Ephraim 
and  Manasseh,  said,  the  God  who  fed  me  from  my  youth  up  unto  this 
Jay^  the  God  who  delivered  me  from  all  evils^  bless  these  lads^  yet  none 
of  created  beings  and  of  those  who  are  [mere]  angels  by  nature  was 
he  joining  with  the  God  who  created  them,  nor  reje<5ling  the  God 
who  fed  him,  did  he  ask  the  blessing  on  his  grandsons  from  an  angel: 
but  when  he  said  He  who  delivered  me  from  all  evilSy  he  showed  that 
it  was  no  created  angel,  but  the  Word  of  God  whom  He  was  joining 
with  the  Father  and  invoking  in  prayer:  through  whom  God  doth 
deliver  whomsoever  he  will." 

St.  Athanasius  anticipatively  condemns  in  the  foregoing  the  later 
custom  of  the  Romish  Communion  in  joining  the  names  of  the  crea« 
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tures,  Mary  and  Joseph,  with  that  of  the  uncreated  Son  in  prayei.  I 
find  it  in  the  Romish  work  entitled,  **  The  Raccolia;  or  Coilecticn  of 
Indulgenced  Prayers;  by  Ambrose  St.  John  of  the  Oratory  of  St. 
Philip  Neri,  Birmingham;"  [J.  H.  Newman's  Oratory,  I  presume]; 
Authorized  translation,  with  an  Appendix  containing  Devotions  for 
Morning  and  Evening,  for  the  Mass,  the  Penitential  Psalms,  the  Holy 
Way  of  the  Cross,  Rosary  of  the  Blessed  Virgin  Mary;  the  Vespers, 
etc.  New  York,  D.  &  J.  Sadlier  &  Co.,  1859."  On  pages  5  and  6, 
we  find  that  the  said  Raccolta  was  authorized  by  Pope  Pius  IX.,  by 
•Cardinal  Wiseman,  and  by  Archbishop  Hughes,  of  New  York.  It  is, 
therefore,  as  being  authorized  by  the  Pope,  authoritative  in  the  high- 
-est  sense  to  every  Romanist. 

On  pages  87  and  88,  I  find  the  following  plain  contravention  of 
what  St.  Athanasius  says  above  against  joining  the  names  of  crea- 
tures with  God's  in  prayer.  It  is  headed  "19,**  that  is  it  is  the  nine- 
teenth set  of  indulgenced  prayers.     I  quote  it  all: 

**  THREE  EJACULATIONS  :^JESU,  ETC. 

**In  order  to  increase  the  devotion  of  the  faithful  to  Jesus  and 

Mary  by  invoking  their  most  holy  Names  together  with  the  name  of 

St.   Joseph,    for  the  purpose  of   recommending  to  them  the  last 

moments  of  this  life,  on  which  our  eternity  depends,  Pius  VII.,  by  a 

decree  of  the  S.    Congr.    of   Indulgences,    dated  April   28,    1807, 
panted — 

The  Indulgence  op  300  days  to  any  one,  as  often  as  he  says 

devoutly,  and  with  a  contrite  heart,  the  three  following  ejaculations : 

**  Jesus,  Mary,  Joseph,  I  give  you  my  heart  and  mj'-  soul. 

**  Jesus,  Mary,  Joseph,  assist  me  in  my  last  agony. 

**  Jesus,  Mar>',  Joseph,  let  my  soul  send  forth  her  last  sigh  in 
peace  with  you  to  aid  me.** 

Or   Otherwise^ 

"**  My  Jesus,  Mary,  Joseph,  earthly  Trinity, 
Wholly  to  you  I  give  my  soul  right  heartily. 

My  Jesus,  Mary,  Joseph,  earthly  Trinitj', 
Aid  ye  my  spirit's  flight  in  her  last  agony. 

My  Jesus,  Mary,  Joseph,  earthly  Trinity, 
I  die  in  peace  with  all,  if  in  j-our  company." 
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If  only  one  of  the  above  is  recited,  then  the  same  Pius  VII. 
granted  to  the  reciter  loo  days'  Indui^gknce/* 

Of  course,  if  any  such  creature-invoking  practice  as  the  Romish 
one  above  had  existed  in  the  Church  in  St.  Athanasius'  day  the 
Arians  could  at  once  have  retorted  it  on  him  and  so  have  broken  the 
force  of  his  argument.  But  no  such  soul-destroying  trash  then  existed. 
All  invocation  of  creatures  is  an  insult  to  the  all-sufficiency  of  Christ's 
intercession;  and,  blessed  be  God,  Paul  tells  us  that  it  is  sufficient; 
for  in  Hebrews  vii.,  25,  he  writes  of  our  great  High  Priest  who 
has  gone  within  the  vail,  and  stands  in  the  presence  of  the  Father  to 
pray  for  us;  **  Wherefore  He  is  able  also  to  save  them  to  the  utter^ 
most  that  come  unto  God  by  Him^  seeing  He  ever  liveth  to  make  inter- 
cession  for  them.'^  Hence,  St.  John  writes,  ^^  If  any  man  sin,  we  have 
an  Advocate  with  the  Father^  fesus  Christ  the  righteous:  and  He  is  the 
propitiation  for  our  sins,  and  notfor  ours  only,  but  also  for  the  sins  of  the 
whole  world' '  (I.  John  ii. ,  i ,  2).  And  Christ  tells  us,  in  efiFect,  that  we  can 
not  go  to  the  Father  by  any  created  intercessor  and  he  prohibits  all 
thought  of  our  going  to  him  by  the  Virgin  Mary,  by  any  departed 
Saint,  or  by  any  angel,  or  by  any  other  creature  when  He  proclaims: 
*^ lam  the  way,  the  truth,  and  the  life;  no  man  cometh  unto  the  Father 
but  by  me''  (John  xiv.,  6).  Indeed,  so  strong  are  the  Six  Kcumenical 
Councils  in  enforcing  Christ's  prohibition  of  service  to  creatures 
(whether  by  bowing,  prayer,  or  in  any  other  way),  in  John  iv.,  10, 
that  Anathema  X.,  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria's  XII.,  which  were 
approved  in  the  Third  Kcumenical  Synod,  insists  that  God  the  Word 
Himself,  and  not  a  mere  man,  is  our  High  Priest  above,  and  Anathema 
VIII.,  curses  those  who  fall  into  the  Nestorian  way  of  worshipping 
Christ's  humanity:  and  so  does  Anathema  IX.,  of  the  Fifth  Ecumen- 
ical Council. 

PASSAGIS  4, 

OP  ST.   ATHANASIUS:   ATHANASIUS  ACCUSBS  THB  ARIANS  OP  BICINO 
POI<YTHBISTS,  AND  RANKS  THBM  WITH  THB  HBATHBN. 

The  passage  which  I  am  about  to  quote  is  in  St.  Athanasius' 
Oration  HI.  Against  the  Arians,  Sections  15,  16.  Just  before  St. 
Athanasius  has  been  adducing  examples  from  Scripture  to  show  that 
the  Father  and  the  Son  and  the  Holy  Spirit  are  only  one  consub- 
stantial  and  co-eternal  God.  In  Sections  15  and  16,  he  goes  on  to 
charge  the  Arians  with  polytheism  as  follows: 
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*  •  For  the  Scriptures  of  God,  wishing  us  to  thus  understand  [that 
matter]  have  given  such  examples  as  we  have  mentioned  in  the 
remarks  foregoing,  from  which  we  can  shame  the  traitorous  Jews, 
and  refute  the  accusation  of  the  pagans  when  they  assert  and  suppose 
that  because  we  assert  the  [dodlrine  of  the]  Trinity  we  also  say  that 
there  are  many  gods.  For  as  the  [foregoing]  illustration  shows,  we 
do  not  bring  in  three  Originators  (292)  [of  all  things]  or  three 
Fathers,  as  the  followers  of  Marcion  and  those  of  Manichaeus  do: 
since  we  have  not  adduced  the  figure  of  three  suns,  but  of  sun  and 
radiance ;  and  the  light  which  comes  out  of  the  sun  is  one  with  the 
radiance.  So  we  acknowledge  but  one  Originator  (293)  [of  all  things;] 
and  we  assert  that  the  Creator- Word  has  no  other  kind  of  Divinity 
than  that  of  the  only  God,  because  He  was  bom  out  of  Him.  But  on 
the  other  hand  therefore,  th«  ariomaniacs  arb  justly  bound  to 
ADMIT  THB  ACCUSATION  OP  POLYTHEISM,  or  cven  of  Atheism  [as  to 
Christ],  because  they  idly  talk  of  the  Son  as  external  [to  the  Father's 
substance],  and  a  creature^  and  moreover  of  the  Spirit  as  made  out  of 
nothing.  For  either  they  will  say  that  the  Word  is  not  God ;  or  if 
they  say  that  He  is  God  because  it  is  [so]  written  [in  Scripture],  but 
that  He  is  not  of  the  Failures  own  substance^  they  will  bring  in 
MANY  Gods  because  of  their  difference  of  kind  (294):  unless  forsooth 
they  shall  dare  to  say  that  by  participation  [of  the  Spirit]  only  He 
Himself  (295)  is  called  God  just  as  all  things  also  are.  But  even  if 
they  hold  that  view,  they  are  likewise  impious,  because  they  say  that 
the  Word  is  one  among  all  things  (296).  But  let  that  never  even 
come  into  our  minds!  For  there  is  but  one  kind  of  Divinity,  which 
is  also  in  the  Word  (297),  and  but  one  God  the  Father,  who  is  by 

(292.)     Greek,  rpcZf  dp;t<!«y« 
(293.)    Greek,  yi\a\>  apxhv, 

(294).  That  is,  because,  on  Anns'  theory,  the  Father  is  an  uncreaied  God, 
and  the  Son  a  created  God. 

(295).    That  is,  Arins'  created  God  the  Word. 

(296).  That  is,  on  Arius'  theory,  the  Word  being  a  mere  creatnre  is  classed 
with  other  mere  created  things. 

(297).  St  Athanasius'  Oration  IIL^  Against  the  Arians,  sedHon  15,  (page 
169  of  Bright's  Greek);  MdA/ov  /uv  ovv  oi  'Apeiofiavirai  diKaiuq  hv  cxpiev  rd  t^ithifui 
T7/f  ^o/A^edrrfTo^  tf  Kai  aOe&njToc,  IfTi  i^udev  r<h»  Tidv  KTiafia^  ical  nahv  rb  Ilvev/ia  e«  rev  /u^ 
bvTo^  ^TTo/joyovGiv,  "H  yap  ovk  ilvai,  0cdv  rhv  Adyov  ^ffoovacv  fj  ?Jy(nn'ec  Oedv  fiiv  6th  r^ 
yeyfMfi/uvovj  fi^  Idiov  6i  t^  ovaUuQ  rov  Ilar/odf ,  iraik^jovi  hv  eiadyoiev  did  rd  irepoetSi^ 
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Himself  as  respedls  His  being  over  all,  and  He  appears  in  the  Son, 
inasmuch  as  He  pervades  all  things,  and  moreover  in  the  Spirit,  inas- 
much as  He  operates  in  Him  (298)  in  all  [men]  through  the  Word. 
For  thus  we  confess  God  to  be  but  one  through  the  Trinity:  and  we  say- 
it  is  a  much  more  pious  thing  than  the  Divinity  of  the  heretics  which 
is  of  many  kinds  and  of  many  parts;  for  we  hold  that  the  One 
Divinity  exists  in  a  Tri-unity. 

16.  But  if  it  be  not  so,  but  the  Word  is  a  creature  and  a  work 
made  out  of  nothing  (299),  either  He  is  not  real  God,  because  He  is 
Himself  one  of  the  creatures,  or  if,  put  to  shame  by  the  Scriptures, 
they  give  Him  the  name  God  (300),  they  must  of  necessity  say 
THAT  THERE  ARE  TWO  GODS,  one  a  creator,  and  the  other  a  creature; 
and  THEY  MUST  SERVE  TWO  LORDS,  One  Unmade,  and  the  other  made 
and  a  creature;  and  they  must  have  two  faiths,  one  in  the  real  God, 
and  another  in  the  one  who  was  made  arid  fashioned  by  themselves  and 
called  God  [by  them]  (301).  And  it  follows  of  necessity  when  they 
are  so  blind  [as  that]  that  when  they  bow  (302),  to  the  Unmade  God 

avTuv  ei  ft^  &pa  Kara  fierox^f  oorrep  Kal  ra  navra,  **Oedv**  XtyeaOat  kqI  airrbv  Xtyetv 
TO?.fi^aovctv  *XXXa  koI  tovto  vofiisovre^  ofiulug  aae^vciv^  kva  tuv  ndvruv  Xiyovrtq  elvai  tov 
A6yw,  'H/Miv  6i  tovto  fijf6i  ftf  Tdv  vovv  irore  eiai?JBot\  "Ev  yap  eido^  GecJrj/rof,  tnrep  iffTi 
Kal  iv  Tip  AdyCt^  etc. 

(298).    That  is,  in  the  Spirit. 

(299).  Here  we  see  again  two  of  the  heretical  Arian  expressions  which  are 
condenmed  in  the  Nicene  Creed. 

(300).  Anathema  VIII.,  of  St  Cyril  of  Alexandria's  XII.,  forbids  us,  under 
pain  of  Anathema,  to  apply  the  name  God  to  the  Son's  created  humanity. 
According  to  that  utterance  of  Cyril,  which  was  approved  by  the  Third  Ecumeni- 
cal Synod,  we  must  apply  that  term  to  nothing  but  God  Himself.  Compare  Cyril's 
Letter  to  Nestorius  which  has  the  XII.  Anathemas  at  its  end,  and  especially 
the  part  of  it  which  is  on  page  64  of  P.  E.  Pusey's  Three  Epistles  of  S.  Cyril, 
Archbishop  of  Alexandria,  where  the  same  condemnation  is  found. 

(301),    That  is,  the  Arian  created  God  the  Word. 

(302).  Greek,  ffpowci'vowTf,  literally,  ^*bo'w^''\  but  as  bowing  is  one  of  the  adls 
of  worship  in  God's  Word,  and  the  most  common  of  them  all,  (for  we  bow  when 
we  pray,  when  we  prostrate  ourselves,  etc ),  therefore  it  is  very  commonly  put 
for  them  all  in  Scripture  and  in  the  early  Christian  writers.  Bowing  is  of  three 
kinda,  aa  is  every  other  act  of  worship ;  for  it  is  used  (i),  to  express  a  mere  act  of 
human  respect,  which  we  give  to  all  men  high  and  low.  In  this  case  it  is  not 
an  act  of  worship  at  all,  and  is  proper  and  right 

a.  It  may  be  given  to  images  painted  or  graven,  to  altars,  relics,  or  to  created 
or  imagiaasy  beings  like  the  gods  of  the  heathen,  for  instance,  as  an  act  of 
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they  must  turn  their  backs  on  the  made  God;  and  that  when  they  go 
to  the  creature  they  must  turn  away  from  the  Creator  (303).      For 

religious  service  relative  or  absolute.     That  sort  of  bowing  is  branded  in  the 
Scriptures  as  soul-damniug. 

3.  Bowing  may  he  given  to  God  alone,  and  then  it  is  an  ad  of  acceptable 
and  soul-saving  religious  service  (Matt,  iv.,  10).  I  have  treated  more  fully  of 
this  topic  on  Hpbesus,  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council,  in  this  series. 

Newman  heie  renders  the  word,  and  well  in  substance,  *^  worship,**  Later 
paganized  writers  have  tried  to  make  such  a  distindlion  between  the  Greek 
words  ?.aTf)€lHj,  I  serve,  and  irftooKwiuy  I  bow,  as  to  imply  that  P.ar/iciJcj  means  a 
higher  kind  of  worship  thau  nfjooKwiu  does,  and  must  be  limited  to  God  alone ; 
and  that  it  is  right  to  give  the  worship  expressed  by  wfxHJKwiu  to  creatures,  such 
as  saints,  angels,  etc.,  and  to  images,  relics,  and  to  other  mere  things.  But  the 
fact  is  that  they  are  both  used  in  the  New  Testament,  for  the  highest  worship, 
that  is  for  that  to  God  alone.  Indeed  TrfHHjKwitj  is  much  oflener  used  in  it  for 
worship  to  God  thau  /MTffti'u  is.  The  forbidden  worship  of  the  beast  and  his 
image  and  the  forbidden  act  of  St  John  to  the  angel  are  expressed  by  irpoatcwkn 
(Rev.  xiv.,  9,  II,  and  xvi.,  2;  Rev.  xix.,  10,  and  xxii,  8,  9. 

On  the  other  hand  it  is  used  for  the  worship  of  God  Himself  in  John  iv.,  21, 
22,  24,  in  Heb.  i,  6,  aud  often  both  in  the  New  Testament  and  in  Ante-Nicene 
Christian  writers.  The  attempted  evasion  of  the  just  accusation  of  creature- 
worship  and  image-worship  by  making  such  a  distindlion  between  those  two 
Greek  words  as  is  made  to-day  by  the  creature-worshipping  Latins^  and  by  those 
Greeks,  who  hold  to  such  soul-damning  sins  is  without  ground  in  Holy  Writ,  or 
iu  the  Ante-Nicene  Christian  write  is.  In  the  very  passage  of  SL  Athanasius 
above  he  uses  them  both  for  the  worship  of  God;  for  above  he  says  of  the  Arians 
*'and  they  serve  two  Lords'**  {koI  Jh*  Kvfuotg  ^nrpiluv).  All  the  passages  where 
^MTptvc)  and  npocKvviti  occur  in  the  New  Testament  may  be  found  in  the  English' 
ntan*s  Greek  Concordance  of  the  New  Testament,  under  those  two  words.  On 
the  other  hand,  7Airim^^  **/  serve,**  is  used  both  of  the  service  of  the  true  God, 
as,  for  instance,  in  Matthew  iv.,  10;  Hebrews  xii.,  28;  etc.;  and  for  the  forbidden 
worship  of  the  Host  of  Heaven  in  Adls  vii.,  42,  and  for  the  service  of  creatures  in 
Romans  i,  25.  The  fact  is,  that  there  is  only  one  kind  of  worship  tolerated  by 
God,  and  that  is  the  Worship  of  Himself.  All  other  kinds  are  forbidden  by  Him 
in  Holy  Writ  and  damn  the  soul  to  the  endless  flame,  (Luke  iv.,  8;  I  Cor.  vi., 
9,  10;  Galat.  v.,  19  to  22;  Rev.  xxi.,  8). 

(303. )  This  accords  with  the  common  portraiture  of  things  in  the  Scriptures 
where  the  prophets  speak  of  the  Israelites  who  worshipped  animate  creatures 
by  bowing,  invocation,  etc.,  and  mere  things  such  as  the  golden  calf  in  the 
wilderness,  at  the  same  time  as  they  worshipped  Jehovah,  as  having  forsaken 
J.ehovah;  for  they  violated  His  fundamental  law  to  worship  Him  alone,  and  ao  in 
that  fundamental  sense  forsook  Him  to  their  own  eternal  loss.  For  He  pro- 
claims Himself  again  and  again  as  the  Jealous  God,  who  will  not  give  His  glory 

to  another,  nor  His  praise  to  graven  images  (Ezod.  xz.,  1-7;  Isaiah  zliL»  8;  Matt, 
iv.,  10,  etc). 
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they  can  not  see  the  latter  in  the  former  because  their  natures  and 
operations  are  foreign  to  each  other  and  different  from  each  other. 
And  so  thinking,  they  will  certainly  add  more  Gods  still  [to  them]. 
For  that  is  what  those  who  have  fallen  away  from  God  have  taken  in 
hand  to  do.  ll^y  then,  what  the  Arians  so  infer  and  hold^  do  they 
not  reckon  themselves  to  be  of  the  number  of  the  pagans?  For  those 
pagans  also,  like  them,  serve  the  creature  contrary  to  the  God  who 
created  all  things  (304).  But  yet  they  flee  from  the  name  pagan,  in 
order  that  they  may  deceive  those  who  are  without  mind,  though  they 
secretly  hold  an  opinion  similar  to  theirs  (305).  For  their  wise  say- 
ing, as  they  are  wont  to  call  it,  [that  is]  *  We  do  not  assert  two  Un- 
made^ [Beings],  they  plainly  say  to  deceive  the  simple;  for  when  they 
make  the  assertion,  We  say  not  two  Unmade  Beings^  they  [neverthe- 
less] ASSERT  TWO  GODS,  and  that  they  have  different  natures,  for  one 
God  is  a  made  God  and  the  other  is  Unmade.  And  though  the 
pagans  serve  one  Unmade  and  many  made  gods,  whereas  those 
[Arians]  serve  one  Unmade  God  and  one  made  God,  they  do  not  even 
then  difier  from  the  pagans.  For  He  who  is  called  by  them  [the 
Arians]  a  made  God  is  one  of  many  Gods:  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  many  gods  of  the  pagans  have  the  same  [created]  nature  as  that 
one  [created]  God  [of  the  Arians]:  for  both  He  and  they  are  creatures. 
Wretched  are  they,  and  so  much  the  more  misled,  in  that  their  minds 
are  against  Christ:  for  they  have  fallen  away  from  the  truth,  and 
have  gone  beyond  the  treason  of  the  Jews  by  denying  the  Christ,  and 
God-hated  as  they  are,  they  wai^low  along  with  the  pagans  by 
SERVING  a  creature  AND  DIFFERENT  GODS.  For  there  is  one  God, 
and  not  many,  and  His  Word  is  one,  and  not  many**  (306). 

(304).     Romans  i.,  25. 

(305).     That  is,  like  the  pagans,  they  hold  to  more  than  one  God,  and  like 

them  hold  that  it  is  right  to  worship  a  creature,  that  is  their  created  God  the 
Word, 

(306).  St.  Athanasius*  Oratioft  III. ,  Against  the  Arians,  Section  16,  (pages 
169  and  170,  in  Bright*s  Greek  edition). 

El  61  01  ^ev  "EAAyvff  iVi  aytviiTi^  Kai  ffoP-AoZf  ytviiroiq  XarpebovaiVy  uvrot  61  evl  ayev- 
^<f>  mu  ivl  yewfT^  ovd  ovro  dia^povaiv  *EA/fyi;uv.  '0  re  yap  Trap  avruv  Xeydfievt*^  *  ^rvj/roc*" 
i\(  Ik  iroA?MV  iarv  ml  oi  iroTiXoi  6k  irdXiv  raw  *E^^vuv  ri/v  avrrjv  r^  ivX  roimft  ^i'tjiv  fxovar 
ical  airrof  yap  Ktucrliw  Krlofiard  elaiv,  "AB'ktot,  Koi  ir?.elov  haov  ipM^tfoav  Kara  Xptaroh. 
fpov^eavre^,  'E^encaav  y6p  n^  ahjdriac,  Kot  r^  fiev  *Iov6aiiJV  npo6oaiav  imrpkpijQav 
apvoiffuvoi  rdv  Xpiardv,  roi^  6k  'E^^Jjat  ovyKv^Jovrai,  KTiaftari  koi  6uu^p<HC  Oeoi^  Xa^fH" 
{•ovref  ol  OeooTvyelf,     Elf  yap  Be6^  iart^  KaX  oh  :ro?./oi,  koI  eif  6  roirov  A&yo(  Kal  ov 
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PASSAGE  5, 

OF  ST.  ATHANASIUS,  IN  WHICH   HE   BRANDS  THE  ARIAN  ASSERTION, 

THAT  THE  SON  IS  A  CREATED  GOD  AS  RESULTING  IN 

POLYTHEISM.     IT  IS  FROM  SECTION  64,  OF 

HIS  THIRD  ORATION  AGAINST 

THE   ARIANS. 

In  the  context  just  before  the  following  passage,  St.  Athanasius 
is  engaged  in  refuting  an  attempted  evasion  of  the  Arians,  which  con- 
sisted in  saying  that, 

**  The  Son  was  made  by  tlie  purpose  and  will  of  the  Father ^^^  and 
replies  that  that  expression  reall}^  amounts  to  the  same  thing  as  the 
other  Arian  statements,  which,  I  would  add,  were  condemned  in  the 
Nicene  Creed,  namely, 

*  *  TJure  was  cnce  when  the  Son  of  God  was  not; '  *  and 

*  *  The  Son  was  made  out  of  nothing;^  *  and 

*  *  He  is  a  creature. ' ' 

Athanasius  compares  the  Arian  do<5lrine  to  the  Valentinian.  At 
the  end  he  concludes  that  their  making  the  Son  a  creature  ends  in 
Polytheism,    I  quote  that  part: 

**The  many  headed  heresy  of  the  godless  men  falls  into  poly- 
theism AND  unme.\sured  MADNESS,  in  wliicli  thcj''  wish  tlie  Son  to 
be  *a  creature'  and  to  have  been  made  'out  of  nothing ^^  and  express 
in  another  way  the  same  errors  [as  the  Valentinians]  by  bringing  for- 
ward their  phrase  [the  Son  was  made  by  the]  ^purpose  and  wiW  [of 
the  Father],  which  certainly  in  all  fairness  should  be  asserted  only  of 
things  made  and  of  things  created  (307). 

PASSAGE  6, 

Athanasius  in  SecSlion  13,  of  his  Second  Discourse  of  the  Four 
Against  the  Arians^  argues  that  because  the  Word  was  bowed  to  by 
Abraham  as  Lord,  He  must  have  been  God,  I  quote  it,  mainly  as  in 
the  Oxford  translation : 

*' If  then  they  [the  Arians]  suppose  that  the  Saviour  was  not 

(307)-  St.  Athanasius*  Oration  HI,  Against  the  Arians,  Se<Slion  64,  page 
217  of  Bright's  edition:  EvploKerai  tuv  at)euv  y  tto'/vke^Tuo^  alpetJiQ  ti^  iToX%^6Ttrra 
irinrovaa  Ktti  hfitrfxtv  fiaviav,  iv  y  "  Kriofm  **  Koi  **ff  ovk  bvruv **  di'kovrt^  elvatrbv  Tidv, 
W/xjf  TO  avTO,  ar/fiaivovai. 
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Lord  and  King,  even  before  He  became  man  and  endured  the  cross, 
but  then  began  to  be  Lord,  let  them  know  that  they  are  openly  utter^ 
iiig  again  the  errors  of  the  Samosatan  (308).  But  since  as  we  have 
quoted  and  declared  above.  He  is  Lord  arid  King,  everlasting,  seeing 
THAT  ABRAHAM  BOWS  TO  HIM  AS  U)RD  (309),  and  Moses  says,  And 
the  IX)RD  rained  upon  Sodom  and  upon  Gomorrha  brimstone  and  fire 
from  the  Lord  out  of  Heaven  (310),  and  David  sings,  The  Lord  said 
unto  my  Lord,  Sit  thou  on  my  right  hand  (311);  and  Thy  throne,  O 
God,  is  forever  and  ever,  a  sceptre  of  righteousness  is  the  sceptre  of  Thy 
Kingdom  (312);  and,  Thy  Kingdom  is  a7i  everlasting  Kingdom  (313). 
it  is  plain  that  even  before  He  became  man,  He  was  King  and  Lord 
everlasting,  being  Image  (314)  and  Word  (315)  of  the  Father.  And 
the  Word  being  everlasting  Lord  and  King,  it  is  very  plain  again 
that  Peter  did  not  say  that  the  Substance  of  the  Son  was  made,  but 
spake  of  His  Lordship  over  us,  which  came  to  pass  when  He  became 
man,  and  redeeming  all  men  by  the  cross,  became  Lord  of  all  and 
King  of  all"  (316),  (317). 

(308).  Paul  of  Samosata,  who  made  the  Son  to  be  a  mere  creature,  and  was 
condemned  and  deposed  for  that  heresy  in  the  Council  of  Antioch,  A.  D.  269. 

(309).  Genesis  zvii.,  1-4,  and  afler.  Athauasius  and  the  ancient  Fathers 
generally  believed  that  the  angel  here  mentioned  as  bowed  to,  that  is  as  warship^ 
ped,  and  in  Genesis  zlviiL,  16  as  invoked^  (and  both  bowing  and  invocation  are 
a^  of  religious  service  in  Holy  Writ),  and  who  is  called  God  by  Jacob  in  Genesis 
zzzii.,  30,  was  God  the  Word  before  His  Incarnation.  They  so  judged  because 
of  His  receiving  those  two  adls  of  religious  service,  and  because  He  was  called 
God.  And  that  view  is  borne  out  by  such  passages  as  Geuesis  xii.,  i:  Genesis 
XV.,  7,  and  after,  where  that  Angel,  that  is  Messenger  of  the  Father,  asks  for 
worship  from  Abraham,  who  gives  it  in  the  form  of  sacrifice:  Nehemiah  ix.,  7: 
Acts  viL,  1-4,  and  I.  Cor.  x.,  4,  9.  Their  view  is  undoubtedly  correct,  for  the 
notion  that  a  mere  creature  was  bowed  to  as  God,  and  invoked,  and  called  God 
would  laud  us  in  creature-worship  and  polytheism. 

(310).    Genesis  xix.,  24. 

(311).    Psalm  ex.,  I. 

(312).    Pftalm  xlv.,  6. 

(313).    Psalm  cxlv.,  13. 

(314).    II.  Cor.  iv.,  4:    Col.  i.,  15. 

(315).    John  i.,  1. 

(316).  The  reference  is  to  Peter's  language  in  Acts  iL,  36,  "Therefore  let 
all  the  house  of  Israel  know  assuredly  that  God  hath  made  that  same  Jesus, 
whom  ye  l^ive  crucified,  both  Lord  and  Christ.*'  The  Arians  perverted  the 
text  to  fairer  their  own  base  and  unworthy  ideas  of  the  Eternal  Logos. 

(317).  The  Greek  is  found  in  Bright*s  edition  of  St  Athanasius'  Orations 
Against  ike  Arians,  page  81. 
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PASSAGE   7, 
OF  ATHANASIUS,  MEN-SERVICE  AND  CREATURE-SERVICE. 

The  learned  Suicer  in  his  Thesaurus  thus  defines  the  expression 
creature-service f  and  shows  how  the  Orthodox  Athanasius  applies  it  to 
the  Arians;  which,  in  effect,  even  the  Nestorian  Theodoret  also  does : 

I  quote: 

*  *  CREATURE-WORSHIP. 
(^KzifffiazoXaTpsia), 

*  *  The  Lexicons  do  not  have  this  expression.    It  means  the  worship 
,  of  creatures,     Theophylact  has  used  this  expression  in  his  remarks  on 

verse  6,   Chapter  II.,  of  the  Epistle  to  the   Romans,  page  21,  as 
follows : 

*'  *  He  said  above  that  the  reward  for  their  error  and  for  their  crea- 
ttire-service  was  rendered  to  the  wicked  in  those  things  in  which  they 
were  guilty  of  [spiritual  and  other]  whoredom,^  [compare  Romans  i., 
23  to  Romans  ii.,  5,  inclusive]. 

'^'^  Creature- service  {xTt(T/xaToXarpsia)  can  be  imputed  to  the  Arians, 
and  they  themselves  can  be  deservedly  called  creature-servers 
(xTiifixaroXdrpaC)^  because  they  said  that  the  Son  of  God  is  a  creature, 
but  nevertheless  worshipped  that  same  Son. 

**The  following  passage  of  an  Oration  of  Athanasius  Against 
the  Arians^  tome  2,  page  22,  refers  to  that  point: 

* ' '  The  apostle  charges  it  as  a  crime  on  the  pagans  that  they  worship 
creatures,  what  he  says,  that,  they  served  the  creature  contrary  to  God 
the  Creator.  Btit  those  men  [the  Arians]  who  say  that  the  Lord  is  a 
aeature,  and  serve  Him  as  a  creature,  hi  what  do  they  differ  from  the 
pagans f * 

*'  And  what  Theodoret  writes  in  that  same  place  of  the  apostle,  on 
Romans  i.,  25,  page  19,  refers  to  the  same  error:     It  is  as  foUo^ss: 

PASSAGE   8, 

*  *  *  Those  also  who  call  the  Sole- Bom  Son  of  God  a  creature^  and 
nevertheless  worship  Him  as  God  are  subject  to  those  accusations^^'* 
[that  is  he  means  to  the  accusations  made  by  the  Apostle  Paul  in 
Romans  i.,  25,  against  the  heathen  that  they  ''changed  ike  truth  of 
God  into  the  lie  and  worshipped  and  served  the  creature  contrary  to  the 
Creator' '^      For  the  same  reason  the  Arians  are  accused  of  Man- 
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Worship  {a^BpmnoXaTptia)\  they  are  called  Man-worshippers  (oifdpwnoXd- 
'pat),  and  are  said  lo  worship  a  man  (dvOpwnoXaTpeiv),  See  under  the 
words  ^AvBpmnoXarpsia  [that  is,  ^^ Man-  Worship' '^  ^AvdpwnoXaTpiw  [that 
is  ''/worship  a  man**'],  and  ^AvepunzoXdrpri^**  [that  is,  '^ Man-wor- 
shipper'*]:  that  is,  he  means,  those  expressions  in  Suicer's  Thesaurus. 

PASSAGE  9. 

The  following  passage  from  St.  Athanasius*  Four  Orations 
Against  the  Arians,  Oration  Second,  SeAions  23  and  24,  makes 
against  any  religious  bowing  or  other  worship  to  any  creature,  and 
impliedly  against  the  Nestorian  worship  of  the  Man  also  whom  God  the 
Word  put  on:  (Newman  has  given  his  own  translation  of  the  passage 
on  pages  313,  314  of  the  Oxford  translation  of  St.  Athanasius'  Trea- 
tises Against  Arianisni):  I  translate,  premising  first  that  Athanasius 
has  just  replied  to  the  sophism  and  attempted  evasion  of  the  Arians 
who  said  that  the  Son  is  a  creature  and  a  work,  but  ''not  as  one  of  the 
creatures'*  To  this  Athanasius  replies  that  nevertheless,  this  leaves 
Him  a  creature  still,  and  then  by  way  of  showing  its  falsity  shows 
that  if  He  be  worshipped  because  He  is  a  superior  creature,  by  the 
creatures  inferior  to  Him,  then  **each  of  lower  creatures  ought  to  wor- 
ship what  excels  itself**  And  then  he  lays  down  the  alone  Orthodox 
principle  that  **  To  God  alone  appertains  bowing,  arid  this  the  very 
angels  know,  though  they  excel  other  beings  in  glory,  yet  they  are  all 
creatures  and  not  to  be  bowed  to,  *  *  and  this  he  shows  at  length.  I  quote 
all  this  part  of  the  passage : 

** Moreover  if,  as  the  [Arian]  heretics  hold,  the  Son  were  'a 
creature  or  a  work,  but  not,  as  one  of  the  creatures,*  because  of  His 
excelling  them  in  glory,  it  were  needful  that  Scripture  should  describe 
and  display  Him  by  a  comparison  in  His  favor  with  the  other  works; 
for  instance  that  it  should  say  that  He  is  greater  than  Archangels, 
aud  more  honourable  than  the  Thrones,  and  brighter  than  sun  and 
moon,  and  greater  than  the  heavens.  But  it  does  not  in  fact  so 
describe  Him:  but  the  Father  shows  Him  to  be  His  Own  and  Sole 
Son,  sa3dng.  Thou  art  My  Son  (318),  and  This  is  My  beloved  Son,  in 
whom  I  am  well  pleased  (319).     And  therefore  the  angels  ministered 

(318).     Psalm  ii.,  7;  Acts  xiiL,  33;  Heb.  i.,  5;  Heb.  v.,  5. 

(319).    Matt  iiL,  17;  Matt  xviL,  5;  Mark  i.,  11;  Mark  ix.,  7;  Luke  iii.,  22; 
Luke  ix.,  35;  IL  Peter  i,  17. 
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unto  Him  (320)  as  being  one  beyond  themselves,  and  He  is  bowed  to 
by  them  (321),  not  merely  as  being  greater  in  glory,  but  as  being  a 
separate  [Person]  beyond  and  aside  from  all  the  creatures,  and  as 
beyond  and  aside  from  themselves,  and  as  being  the  Father's  Sole 
[and]  Own  Son,  as  it  relates  to  His  Substance.  For  if  He  was  bowed 
to  as  excelling  them  in  glory,  each  of  the  lower  creatures  ought  to 
bow  to  every  other  one  who  is  above  himself.  But  this  is  not  the 
case,  for  creature  does  not  bow  to  creature^  but  servant  to  Master^  and 
creature  to  God  (322).  Therefore  Peter  the  apostle  hinders  Cornelius 
who  wished  to  bow  [to  him],  [by]  saying,  I  also  am  a  man  (323);  and 
an  angel  in  the  Revelations  hinders,  John  when  he  wishes  to  bow  [to 
him  by]  saying,  See  thou  do  it  not;  I  am  thy  fellow-slave^  and  of  thy 
brethren  the  prophets^  and  of  those  who  keep  the  sayings  of  this  book: 
how  to  God  (324).  Therefore  it  belongs  to  GOD  ALONE  to  be  bowed 
io;  and  this  the  angels  themselves  know,  for  though  they  excel  [or 
"are  above*']  others  in  their  glories,  nevertheless  they  are  all  crea- 
tures and  are  not  of  those  who  are  bound  to,  but  of  those  who  bow  to 
the  Master.  Therefore  when  Manoah  the  father  of  Samson  wished  to 
oflfer  sacrifice  to  the  angel,  the  angel  forbade  him  [or  **  prevented 
him"]  saying,  offer  not  to  me,  but  to  God  (^2^),*' 

But  [on  the  other  hand]  the  Lord  is  bowbd  to  even  by  the 
angels:  for  it  is  written,  And  let  all  the  angels  of  God  bow  to  Him  (326), 
and  [He  is  bowed  to]  by  all  the  nations  (327),  as  Isaiah  says,  Egypt 

(320).     Matt  iv.,  11;  Mark  i.,  13. 

(321).  Heb.  i.,  6,  ''And  let  all  the  angels  of  God  bow\x>  him."  So  the 
Oreek,  literaUy  translated,  is. 

(322).     Krhua  yap  KricfiaTi  ov  npocKvvel^  a?.?M  6ov}joc  Aeandnjv  koI  icriafM  Be6v, 

(323).  Acts  X.,  26.  The  **  worshipped*'  of  our  Common  English  Version  in 
Acts  X.,  25;  is  in  Greek  npoaeKvvifanv;  so  that  the  whole  of  that  place  is,  "And  as 
Peter  was  coming  in,  Cornelius  met  him,  and  fell  down  at  his  feet,  and  bowed 
to  him,**  that  is  he  prostrated  himself  to  him,  for  there  was  in  this  particular 
-case  a  falling  down  at  Peter*s  feet  before  the  bowing  to  him  was  done. 
irpooEKi'vr/aav  expresses  the  bowing  only. 

(324).  Rev.  xxii.,  8,  9;  and  Rev.  xix.,  10.  The  ''worship**  of  our  common 
Version  is  "bow**  in  all  those  places.  The  latter  is  the  exact  and  only  right 
rendering. 

(325).    Jadges  xiii.,  16. 

(326).    Heb.  i.,  6. 

(327).    Or,  "by  all  the  Gentiles,**  better  perhaps. 
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hath  discovered  thee  (328),  and  the  merchandise  of  the  Ethiopians,  and 
the  Sabeans^  tcUl  men,  shall  come  through  to  thee  and  they  shall  be  thy 
slaves  (329).  Then  thereafter  it  reads,  And  they  shall  bow  to  thee,  and 
by  [or  in"]  thee  (330),  shall  they  pray,  for  God  is  in  thee,  and  there  is  no 
God  besides  thee  (331).  And  He  accepts  His  disciples*  worship,  and 
certifies  them  who  He  is,  saying.  Do  ye  not  call  Me,  The  Lord  and  the 
Teacher  f  And  ye  say  well,  for  so  I  am  (332).  And  when  Thomas 
says  to  Him,  My  Lord  and  My  God  (333),  He  allows  him  so  to  speak; 
aye  more,  He  accepts  him  [by]  not  hindering  him.  For  He  Himself 
is,  as  the  other  Prophets  say  and  as  David  sings,  The  Lord  of  Powers, 
the  Lord  of  Sabaoth  which  is  interpreted,  The  Lord  of  Armies  and 
very  and  Almighty  Grod,  even  though  the  Arians  burst  themselves 
at  this.     But  he  had  not  been  bowed  to,  nor  had  those  things 

BEEN  SAID  OP  HIM,  IF  HE  HAD  BEEN  A  CREATURE  AT  ALI.. 

*  *  But  now,  because  He  is  not  a  creature,  but  the  own  Offspring  of  the 
Substance  of  the  God  who  is  bowed  to  (334),  and  Son  by  [His  Divine] 
Nature,  therefore  He  is  bowed  to  and  is  believed  to  be  God  and  Lord 
of  Armies  and  Ruler  (335)  and  Almighty  as  the  Father  is:  for  He  Him- 
self has  said,  All  things  that  the  Father  hath  are  J//«tf  (336).  For  it 
belongs  to  the  Son  to  have  the  things  of  the  Father  and  to  be  such  that 
the  Father  is  seen  in  Him  (337),  and  that  through  Him  all  things  were 
made  (338),  and  that  in  Him  the  Salvation  of  all  both  comes  to  pass 
and  stands  fast"  (339),  (340). 

(328).     Or,  "hath  watched  [for  thee]. ' * 

(329).     Or,  ^* servants,**  dovXoi,    It  istheSeptuagintof  Isaiah  xlv.,  14. 

(330).  Ibid.  The  iv  aol  irpoaei^ovrat,  refers  as  understood  by  Athanasius 
here  to  praying  to  the  Father  in  Christ's  name  (compare  John  xv.,  16.:  John 
xvi,  23,  24,  26,)  and  the  Greek  Iva  h  r^  bvd/ian  *I^of>,  of  Philip,  ii.,  10,  which 
may  be  rendered,  "that  in  the  name  of  Jesus  every  knee  should  *  *  *  bow,** 
that  is  to  the  Father,  or  "  at  the  name '  *  etc. ,  to  the  Son. 

(331).     Isaiah  xlv.,  14. 

(332).    John  xiii.,  13. 

(333).    John  XX.,  28. 

(334)*     ^^^  ':rpoaKviH)Vfiivov  Beov, 

(335).     'E^ovotaoT^. '  *Lord  of  Hosts*  *  may  be  used  instead  of  "Lord  of  Armies.  *  * 

(336).    John  xvL,  15, 

(337).    John  xlv.,  9. 

(338).    John  1,  3.    Heb.  i.,  2. 

(339).    Acts  iv.,  12.    I.  Thess.  v.,  9.     Heb.  v.,  9,  etc 

(340).  The  Greek  of  the  above  place  is  found  in  Bright*s  Greek  edition  of 
8t  Athanasius*  Orations  Against  the  Arians,  pages  91,  92  and  93. 
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PASSAGE    lO, 
OP  ATHANASIUS: 

Athanasius,  in  Section  3,  of  his  Epistle  to  Adelphius  as  quoted  on 
page  210,  of  vol.  iv.,  of  Smith  and  Wace's  Di5lionary  of  Christian 
Biography,  writes: 

'*We  do  not  worship  a  creature.  God  forbid!  That  is  the 
error  of  the  heathen  and  the  Arians.'* 

PASSAGE    II, 

OF  athanasius: 

Athanasius,  at  the  end  of  Se(5lion  6  of  his  Epistle  to  AdelphiuSy 
writes : 

**Let  them  [the  Arians]  know,  that  when  we  worship  the  Lord 
in  flesh,  we  are  not  worshipping  a  creature,  but  the  Creator  who  has 
put  on  the  created  body,  as  we  have  said  before*'  (341). 

See  that  se<5lion  quoted  in  full  elsewhere  in  this  work. 

The  word  rendered  **  worship,*'  in  both  the  last  passages  above 
means  literally  ''to  bow;'^  that  act  of  worship  being  the  most  common, 
and  so  being  used  for  every  other,  as  is  common  in  the  New 
Testament  and  in  the  ancient  Christian  writers. 

PASSAGE    12. 

Athanasius,  in  a  noteworthy  passage,  insists  that  God  the  Word 
took  flesh  and  became  Man,  and  redeemed  Man  lest  we  should  name 
another  Lord  besides  the  Word,  that  is  the  Man  put  on  by  Him,  and 
fall  into  the  Arian  and  Greek  [that  is  **  heathen**]  folly  of  serving 
the  creature  besides  the  all-creating  God.  The  passage  is  found  in 
his  Treatises  Against  A  rianism,  Oxford  English  translation,  Discourse 
2,  pages  300,  301.  Athanasius  is  dealing  with  the  words  of  the 
Apostle  Peter  in  A<5ls  2,  36,  and  other  passages  which  the  Arians 
perverted  to  bolster  up  their  service  to  the  Word  as  a  creature.  And 
he  has  been  contending  that  God  the  Word  is  our  Apostle  and  High 

(341).  Migne*s  Pmtrologia  Graeca,  tome  26,  col.  1080,  St,  Athanasius* 
Epistle  to  Adelphius,  a  Bishop:  Ka<  ytvoaKtruaav,  6ri,  rdv  Kipiov  h  aapkt  npoctcv- 
vowrcf,  ov  KTiajLtari  irpooKwovfuv,  d72a  rhv  Krianpf  iv6vc&fievov  rd  Kriar^  aofta, 
Koda  irpoeino/iev. 
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Priest  with  the  Father,  (see  id.,  pages  290,  251),  and  then  further  on 
states  as  follows,  why  He,  that  is  God  the  Word,  and  not  a  Man, 
should  redeem: 

'^  For  it  was  not  fitting  that  the  redemption  should  be  accomplished 
by  another^  but  by  Him  who  is  Lord  by  Nature^  lest  though  we  were 
created  through  the  Son  (342),  we  should  nevertheless  name  another, 
L,ordy  and  fall  into  the  Arian  and  pagan  folly  of  serving  a  creature, 
■contary  to  the  God  who  created  all  things ' '  (343). 

This  do<5lrine  was  afterwards  enshrined  in  St  Cyril  of  Alexan- 
dria's  Anathemas  X.,  XI.  and  XII.,  which  were  approved  with  the 
whole  XII.  Chapters  by  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council,  A.  D.  431. 

PASSAGE  13, 

A  PASSAGE  OF  ST.   ATHANASIUS  SHOWING   THAT  HE  BCONMICALLY 

ATTRIBUTED  TO  GOD  THE   WORD  THE  SUFFERINGS  OF  THE 

MAN  PUT  ON  BY  HIM,  TO  AVOID  INVOKING  A  CREATURE 

AND  OTHER  ACTS  OF  CREATURE -SERVICE.      CYRIL 

OF    ALEXANDRIA    APPROVES   IT    AND 

TEACHES  THE  SAME  DOCTRINE. 

In  a  noteworthy  passage,  in  Sedlion  32  of  his  Third  Discourse 
Against  the  Arians,  Athanasius,  the  great  archbishop  of  Alexandria, 
tells  us  that  the  reason  for  ascribing  Economically  to  the  Word  the 
sufferings  of  the  Man  put  on  by  the  Word  is  to  avoid  serving  a  crea- 
ture by  prayer  or  in  any  other  way  (344).  After  showing  in  a  long 
passage  that  the  Arians  failed  to  see,  as,  I  may  add,  the  Nestorians 


(342).  John  i.,  3,  where  the  Greek  means  through  Him,''  Si*  avrob,  and  I. 
Cor.  viii.,  6,  where  the  same  Greek  words  are  found  iu  the  clause,  ''And  we 
through  Him." 

(343).  St  Athanasius  Oration  II.  Against  the  Arians,  Section  15,  at  the 
end:  (page  83  of  Bright's  Greek  edition  of  5/.  Athanasius  Orations  Against  the 
Arians): 

Ov  yap  hrpeire  6t*  hkpov  rijv  Xirrpuaiv  yeviaBai,  aX7.a  6ta  rob  ^vaei  Kvpiov,  iva  fit/  6ta 
Ttov  fiiv  Kri^6fufki,  dXXat*  6t  K6010V  ovofM^ufuv,  ical  iriaufuv  etc  r^  *Apetav^  ictu  rifv 
^Vi^Xtfvuc^  a^poffiwfv^  Krieei  dovXtiotrrec  irapa  rdv  icriaavra  rd  n&vra  Oedv. 

(344).  This  is  St  Athanasius'  and  St.  Cyril  of  Aiexandriai's  dodlrine  of 
Economic  Appropriation  which  was  approved  by  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council 
I  will  treat  of  it,  God  willing,  when  I  come  to  that  Synod.  It  is,  alas!  too  much 
forgotten  in  our  day. 
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afterwards  failed  to  see,  that  in  the  Son  we  are  always  to  keep  in 
mind  not  two  equal  Natures;  but  one  infinitely  Supreme  Nature,  God 
the  Word ;  and  one  infinitely  lower  nature,  the  human,  "which  is  the 
Word's  clothing,  that  is  the  Man  whom  He  put  on  and  in  whom  He 
performed  the  human  things,  he  adds : 

**It  became  the  Lord  in  putting  on  human  flesh,  to  put  it  on 
whole  with  its  own  sufferings,  that  as  we  say  that  the  body  was  his 
own,  so  also  it  may  be  said  that  the  sufferings  of  the  body  belonged 
to  Him  [God  the  Word]  alone,  even  though  they  did  not  touch  Him 
so  far  as  His  divinity  is  concerned.  If  the  body  had  been  another's, 
the  sufferings  too  would  have  been  said  to  belong  to  that  other.  But 
since  the  flesh  is  the  Word's,  (for  the  Word  became  flesh)  (345),  of 
necessity  then  the  sufferings  also  of  the  flesh  are  to  be  ascribed  to  Him 
Whose  the  flesh  is.  And  to  Whom  [the  Word]  the  sufferings  are 
ascribed,  such  especially  as  are  the  being  condemned,  the  being 
scourged,  the  thirsting,  and  the  cross,  and  the  death,  and  the  other 
infirmities  (346)  of  the  body,  to  Him  too  belong  the  setting  of  things 
right  and  the  g^ce  (347).  For  this  cause  therefore,  consistently  and 
fittingly  such  sufferings  are  ascribed  not  to  another  but  to  the  Lord; 
that  the  grace  (348)  may  be  from  Him,  and  that  we  may  not  become 
servers  of  another  (349)  but  truly  worshippers  of  god,  bbcausb 
WE  INVOKE  NO  CREATURE  nor  any  common  man,  but  Him  who  has 
come  out  of  God  by  Nature  and  is  the  very  Son,  even  that  very  one  be-- 
comeman,  but  yet  nothing  less  the  Lord  Himself  and  God  and  Saviouf^  * 

(35o)» 

(345).    John  L,  14. 

(346).    Or  *'weak  things,**  haOkveuu. 

(347).     Or  'favor,**  ;t<^if. 

(34S).    That  is,  'favor,*'  x^V' 

(349).  The  Greek  as  in  Coleti  Cone,  torn.  3,  col.  1413,  has  here  instead  of 
"and  t/mt  we  may  not  become  servers  of  another*'  «i2  ^  eiiki^oXdrpoi  ycvd/icAi. 
The  margin  gives  ytvofu&a  for  ytvd/uBa,  I  would  therefor  translate  **and  that  we 
may  not  become  idolaters,  **  or  "  and  that  we  fnay  not  become  servers  of  an  image,  ** 
the  image  in  this  case  being  a  man  made  like  all  other  men  in  the  image  of  God» 
as  Genesis  i.,  26,  27,  teaches. 

(350).  Coleti  Cone,  torn.  3,  col.  1413.  I  quote  the  whole  of  this  part  of  the 
Greek,  as  there:  A<d  rovro  roivw  hicokoMui  luu  irpewSvruc  ovk  aXkov,  6!Kkok  rov  K«p*o» 
Xtyerai  rd  roiavra  ir6Bri,  \va  koX  ^  X^P*^  ^^P  <^vtov  elif  kgI  ft^  tiduXoXdrpoi  ytv6fu$a  [oA. 
ytv^fieOa'],  dXAd  d/j/6C>c  Ofoce^ei^,  on  fitfdiva  tuv  yewijr&v,  ft^  dk  K0iv6v  riva  ii^puwrnf. 
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Here  the  worship  is  evidently  given  not  after  the  Nestoriait 
fashion  to  the  man  put  on,  but  to  God  the  Word,  in  accordance  with 
Anathema  VIII.  of  Cyril's  XII.,  which  were  approved  by  the  Third 
Ecumenical  Council,  and  with  the  Ninth  Anathema  of  the  Fifth 
Ecumenical  Council. 

A  noteworthy  fact  in  conne(5lion  with  this  very  passage  is  that  St. 
Cyril  of  Alexandria  quotes  it  approvingly  in  his  Defence  of  the  Twelve 
Chapters  Against  the  Oriental  Bishops  under  Anathema  XII.  (351)- 
It  is  certainly  appropriate  to  the  Defence  of  that  Anathema,  which 
reads  as  in  the  same  Apology  as  follows : 

N 

**ANATHEMATISM  XII. 

**lf  any  one  does  not  confess  that  the  Word  of  God  suffered  in. 
flesh,  and  was  crucified  in  flesh,  and  tasted  death  in  flesh  and  became 
the  First  Brought  Forth  from  among  the  dead  (352)  on  the  ground 
that  He  is  Life  and  Life-Producing  as  God,  let  him  be  Anathema.** 

(353). 

The  careftilness  ^d  even  partictilarity  of  the  Six  Ecumenical 
Councils  in  guarding  and  explaining  the  prerogatives  of  God  the 
Word  as  our  Sole  Mediator,  Intercessor,  andAtoner,  are  simply  beau- 
tiful and  wonderful.     So  when  we  bow  or  pray  to  Him  we  are  to 
■         ■  •■  ■ 

a^X^  rdv  tn  Oeov  ^ucrci  koX  ahfSivbv  Tidp,  tovtov  yevdfuvtv  avOpcmov^  ov6ev  ^ttov  tov  Kbpior 
otrrdv  Koi  Beov  Kai  Zurtjpa  tiziKoTuovfuda.  *  *  *  This  is  found  without  any  im- 
portant difference  on  page  187  of  Prof.  Bright's  reprint  of  the  BenedidUne  text  of 
the  Oration  of  St.  Athanasius  Against  the  Arians,  (Oxford,  1873),  except  that 
the  latter  has  koI  fi^  dAAov  'karpat  yivu/ieda,  where  Coleti,  as  above  quoted,  has  koX 
f^  u6u!hikaTpai  yiv6fuBa,  There  are  a  few  other  differences  between  the  two 
editions  on  this  passage,  but  they  are  of  little  importance,  for  they  are  merely 
verbal  and  do  not  perceptibly  affect  the  sense.  The  passage  is  in  Sedlion  32,  oi 
St  Athanasius'  nird  Oration  Against  the  Arians.  As  in  Cyril's  Defence  of 
the  XIL  Chapters  against  the  Orientals,  in  Coleti  Cone,  tom,  3,  coL  1413,  the 
passage  above  translated  is  preceded  by  the  words :  "  And  it  was  shown  that 
He  had  a  body  not  in  [mere]  appearance  [only]  but  in  [very]  truth.''  Then, 
without  any  break,  follow  almost  word  for  word  the  words  above,  "//  became 
the  Lord  in  putting  on^**  etc 

(351).  See  it  in  Coleti  Cone,  tom.  3,  col.  1413,  and  on  page  187  of  Bright's 
Four  Orations  of  St.  Athanasius  Against  the  Arians  according  to  the  Benedict 
tine  text,  (Oxford,  1873). 

{352.)    CoL  L,  la 

(353).    Coleti  Cone,  tom.  3,  col.  1408. 
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address  His  omnipresent  and  omniscient  Divinity,  never  his  mere 
separate  htmianity,  for  it  is  a  creature  and  does  not  possess  God's 
attributes  to  hear  us  everywhere,  and  so  it  may  not  be  separately 
worshipped.  That  is  the  teaching  of  those  two  remarkable  Anathemas, 
and  he  who  obeys  them  will  not  be  a  creature-server  (xTttrcoXdrp^^), 
but  a  server  of  God  alone ^  as  we  are  all  commanded  by  Christ  Him- 
self to  be  in  Matthew  iv.,  lo,  in  the  Words,  ''noushalthowtotheLord 
thy  God,  and  Him  only  shall  thou  serve,' ^  For  surely  any  man  of 
logical  mind  should  see  at  once  that  if  in  those  Anathemas  we  are 
forbidden  to  give  any  act  of  worship  separately,  after  the  Nestorian 
fashion,  to  the  himian  nature  of  Christ,  which  is  the  most  perfect  and 
the  highest  of  all  created  things,  much  more  are  we  anathematized  if 
we  give  any  act  of  religious  service,  be  it  bowdng,  prayer  or  any  other, 
to  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary,  who  brought  forth  God  the  Word  in  flesh, 
to  any  archangel  or  angel  or  Saint  departed,  or  to  any  other  creature 
whomsoever,  or  to  any  created  or  made  thing. 

PASSAGE  14. 

St.  Epiphanius,  in  Se<5lion  50  of  his  Ancoratus,  shows  that  bow- 
ing as  an  act  of  religious  service  is  prerogative  to  Divinity,  and  that 
as  it  is  given  to  the  Son  of  God  in  Scripture,  therefore  He  must  be 
God.     I  quote.     He  is  opposing  creature-servers  of  his  day: 

**  And  let  them  not  vainly  heap  up  blasphemies  to  themselves. 
For  if  the  Son  is  a  creature  He  is  not  to  be  bowed  to,  according  to 
the  do<5lrine  of  those  [texts  of  Scripture].  For  it  is  foolish  to  bow  to 
a  creature,  and  to  do  away  the  first  commandment  which  saith.  Hear 
O  Israel,  the  Lord  our  God  is  [but]  one  Lord  (354).  Therefore  the 
Holy  Word  is  not  a  creature  because  He  is  to  be  bowed  to.  The  dis- 
ciples bowed  to  Him  (355).  The  angels  in  heaven  bow  to  Him,  [for 
Scripture  saith],,  And,  let  all  the  angels  of  God  bow  to  Him,'" 
<356)  (357)> 

(354).     Mark  xii.,  29,  Deut  vi,  4. 

(355)-     MaU.  xxviii.,  17;  John  ix.,  38,  etc. 

(356).  St.  Epiphanius*  Ancoratus,  Section  50,  (page  144,  voL  i,  of  Din- 
dor  Ps  edition),  Ei  yap  ktiotoc  eariv  6  Ttdf,  oh  npooKwrfrbc,  KariL  rbv  kxelvuv  a6}ov. 
Mufjov  yaij  kari  Kriaiv  npooKvvtlv  Koi  aOereiv  t^  npCanfv  ivro^ilv  Hjiv  Xtyovaav^  "  *Acot« 
*I(7/Ki7/A,  Kvpioc  elf  eariv.**  Ov  KTiarbg  roiwv 6  ayiof  A6yof,  bri  vpoaKwrrr^'  Upoaetdinjtiav 
avT(;>  oi  fiaBTjral.  lipooKwowjiv  aim^  hyytXiM,  h  obpav^,  "icoi,  Upoaiannio&n>aav  avry 
■vdvrec  iyyeXoi  6eov.*» 

(357).    Heb.  i.,  6. 
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PASSAGE  15. 

St.  Epiphanius,  writing  on  Heresy  LXIX.,  that  of  the  Ario- 
f9uiniacs^  in  Sedlion  31,  charges  the  Arians  with  giving  Christ  the 
position  of  the  execrable  and  detestable  image,  that  is  idol,  set  up  by 
Nebuchadnezzar  to  be  worshipped,  in  that  they  made  Him  a  creature 
and  then  worshipped  Him  as  such.  In  other  words,  they  made  Him 
a  false  God,  because  they  made  Him  a  created  God.  For  there  is  no 
other  God  than  the  uncreated  Jehovah.  Kpiphanius  is  here  inslstilig 
especially  on  the  point,  that  the  whole  question  of  His  being  wor- 
shipped depends  wholly  on  His  being  uncreated  God.  He  is  dealing 
with  the  passage  in  John  xvii.,  3,  **  This  is  ^  ^  ^  life^  that  they 
may  know  Thee  the  only  true  God^^  and  he  shows  that  they  took  it  in 
such  a  sense  as  to  make  it  mean  that  God  the  Word  is  not  true,  that 
is,  not  real  God.  He  goes  on  to  show  that  in  denying  that  He  is  of 
one  substance  with  the  Father,  and  in  making  Him  a  created  God, 
they  must  necessarily  end  in  Poljrtheism  and  in  Creature- Worship. 
I  quote: 

**  Thereupon  Arius  and  his  followers  leap  up  on  account  of  the 
expression  as  though  they  had  found  something  against  the  truth, 
because  Christ  said  ^the  only  true  God.*  Thou  seest  therefore  \\hey 
say]  that  the  Father  is  'the  only  true  [God].'  But  we  ourselves  also 
ask  you,  What  then  do  ye  say?  Is  the  Father  the  only  true  [God]? 
What  then  will  the  Son  be?  Is  not  the  Son  true  [God]  ?  If  the  Son 
is  not  true  God  our  faith  is  vain;  the  preaching  among  us  is  vain. 
Ye  will  be  found  to  utter  blasphemies  to  your  own  hurt  by  likening, 
the  Son  to  nameless  and  nefarious  idols,  to  which  the  prophets  have 
spoken  in  the  person  of  the  deceived ;  when  speaking,  remembered 
that  expression,  and  the  expression,  your  fathers  made  false  gods  for 
themselves,  and  the  hills  became  false  (358). 

Is  then  even  the  Sole-Bom  so  judged  among  you,  and  do  ye 
think  so  disg^cefuUy  in  regard  to  Him  who  redeemed  you,  since 
indeed  (359)  He  did  redeem  you?  But  ye  are  no  longer  of  His  fold, 
for  ye  deny  your  Saviour  and  Redeemer.  For  if  He  is  not  real  God, 
then  He  is  not  to  be  bowed  to:  and  if  He  is  a  creature.  He  is  not  God. 
And  if  He  is  not  to  be  bowed  to  why  then  is  He  called  God?    Cease 


(358)-    Jerem.  iiL,  23,  Sept 

(559).    Or,  "if  indeed,"  el  ye  e^nY^paot. 
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ye  to  work  out  the  Babylonian  nature  again  (360),  for  ye  have  set  up 
the  likeness  and  the  image  of  Nebuchadnezzar  (361),  (362),  and  have 
sounded  that  much  talked  of  trumpet  to  gather  the  warriors,  and 
with  music  and  cymbals  and  stringed  instrument  ye  have  made  the 
peoples  to  fall  by  means  of  your  deceptive  words,  for  ye  have  got 
them  to  serve  an  image  rather  than  God  and  truth.  And  what  other 
is  real  [God]  as  the  Son  of  God  is?  For  saith  the  Scripture,  Who 
aviong  the  Sons  of  God  shall  be  counted  equal  to  the  Lord  (363)  ?  And^ 
No  other  shall  be  compared  to  Him'^  (364),  (365). 

Just  below,  Epiphanius  says  that  the  Son  is  the  truths  and  quotes 
His  words  in  John  xiv.,  6,   ^' I  am  the  Truths 

PASSAGE   16. 

St.  Epiphanius  on  Heresy  LXIX.,  Setflion  36,  after  arguing  that  a 
creature  could  not  save  us,  and  that  we  need  a  divine  Redeemer, 
comes  to  notice  the  Arian  absurdity  that  the  Father  had  created  a 
God  and  given  Him  to  us  to  be  worshipped:  which  he  shows  to  be 
contrary  to  the  Christian  d*o<5lrine  that  no  creature  can  be  worshipped; 
but  that  all  religious  bowing  is  prerogative  to  God.     For  he  writes : 

* '  Moreover  how  could  God  have  created  a  God  and  given  Him  to 
us  to  bow  to,  when  He  saith,  *  Thou  shall  not  make  to  thyself  any  like- 
ness of  any  thing  on  earth  or  in  heaven,  and   Thou  shall  not  bow  to  it 

(360).  Dindorf,  on  page  835  of  Part  I.,  of  volume  iii.,  of  his  editioii  of 
Epiphanius,  approves  the  reading  <ltvpan\  mixture,  instead  of  ^wriv,  nature, 
above.  With  ovftatv,  the  translation  would  be,  "  Cease  ye  to  zvork  up  ike  Baby- 
Ionian  mixture  again J*^ 

(361).     Daniel  iii.,  1-30. 

(362).  Epiphanius  on  Heresy  LXIX.,  Section  31,  (pages  176  and  177  of 
Part  I.,  vol.  iii.,  of  Dindorfs  edition,  Lipsiae,  A.  D.  1861),  E^  ovk  ioriv  a^tvd^  6 
Ttof ,  fiaraia  fj  iriorig  ijfiov  fiaratov  to  kv  ijfilv  K^pvy-fia'  evpef^eaOe  aireiK&^ovrec  rdv  Xibv 
^/.aap/fiovvreg  Koff  kavruv,  roi^  avuvv^oiq  koI  dHefiiroic  £166)2.01^,  #  #  #  gj  y^  Q{,it 
ioTtv  a}.rfdivbc  [o]  Oeof,  ohre  npoaxw^dc  eori^  Kal  el  kari  ktiotoc,  ov  Oe6^.  Kcu  el  ovk  itrri 
irfHXTKvvTfTb^j  TTWf  &pa  deo?.oyEiTat;  iravaeaHe  oi  iraAiv  Tjyv  <^vaiv  efyya^6/ievoi  n^  BafiviXuviaVy 
oi  rrjv  e\K6va  mi  rbv  tvitov  iyeipavre^  tov  'SaPoxodovdaop,  etc 

The  6  which  I  have  bracketed,  Dindorf  would  omit  See  page  177  of  Part 
I.,  vol.  iii.,  of  his  edition  of  Epiphanius. 

(363).    Psalm  Ixxxviii,  6,  Sept 

(364).     Baruchiii.,  35. 

(365).  Epiphanius*  Pianarion,  Heresy  Ixix.,  Se^on  31,  (pages  176,  177  of 
Part  I.,  voL  iii.,  of  Dindorfs  edition). 
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(^366)  ?  How  therefore  could  God  have  created  to  Himself  a  Son  and 
commanded  that  He  should  be  bowed  to,  especially  as  an  Apostle 
saith,  'And  they  served  the  creature  contrary  to  the  Creator ^  and  became 
fools'  (367.  For  it  is  a  foolish  thing  to  call  a  creature  God,  and  to 
violate  the  first  commandment  which  saith.  Thou  shalt  bow  to  the 
Lord  thy  Gody  and  Him  only  shalt  thou  serve  (368).  THEREFORE  THE 
HOLY  CHURCH  OP  GOD  BOWS  TO  NO  CREATURE,  butdoes  to  the  Son  who 
has  been  bom  [out  of  the  Father]  to  the  Father  in  the  Son,  and  to  the  Son 
in  the  Father,  together  with  the  Holy  Ghost  (369). 

PASSAGE    17. 

St.  Epiphanius,  writing  on  Heresy  LXIV.,  that  of  the  (9n^^«w/j, 
in  Setflion  8,  where  he  is  reasoning  against  Origen,  accuses  him  of  deny- 
ing the  Word  and  the  Holy  Ghost  to  be  really  God,  and  argues 
that  if  they  be  creatures  they  can  not  be  bowed  to,  that  is  they  can 
not  be  worshipped,  and  towards  the  end  says,  '  *  No  created  thing  is  to 
be  bowed  to,  * ' 

For  speaking  of  Origen  he  writes: 

*  *  We  have  found  him  in  many  places  wickedly  asserting  that  the 
Sole-Bom  God,  and  the  Holy  Ghost  also  are  foreign  to  the  Divinity^ 
and  to  the  Substance  of  the  Father;  for  example,  by  his  calling  Him 
a  ffiade  God,  it  is  clear  that  he  [Origen]  deems  Him  a  creature. 

**For  though  some  wish  to  quibble  against  us  and  to  assert  that 
the  expression  viade  (jre-^^rdv)  means  the  same  as  the  term  bom 
(tw  ;^£vnjrcD),  we  Can  not  admit  that  made,  may  be  asserted  of  God, 
but  only  of  creatures.  For  viade  is  one  thing  and  bom  is  another. 
And  so  with  reference  to  his  assertion,  that  is,  that  God  was  made,  let 
us  first  ask  in  what  sort  of  ways  that  God  was  created  who  is  honored 
by  thee  with  that  expression  \fnade\.  And  how  is  He  to  be  bowed 
to  if  He  was  viade  f    For  take  away  the  censure  in  the  Holy  Apostle 

(366).    Exodus  XX.,  4,  5. 

(367).     Rom.  i.,  22,  25. 

(368).     Matt,  iv.,  10;  Luke  iv.,  8. 

(369).     Epiphanius,  on  Heresy  LXIX.,  that  of  the  Ariomaniacs,  Sedlion  36, 
(page  182  of  Part  I.,  Vol.  III.,  of  DindorTs  edition):   Mupov  yap  to  icrioiv  6Foh>'yeiVj 
affertiv  6i  irp^njv  ivroXr/v  Trfv  }^yovaav^  **  Kvptov  rov  Qe6v  oov  irpocKw^aetc,  ical  airrt^  fioiHft 
?jarfieiMfetf.**      A/d  ij  ay  la  tov  Oeov  iiuchfaia  ob  KTiOfia  irpomnwel,  a?Jid  Tidv   yewr/rbv' 
Jlaripa  iv  Tiy,  Tidv  iv  Tiarpi,  aiv  'Ay/9  Tivevfiari. 
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on  those  who  apply  the  term  God  to  the  creature  (370),  and  give  me 
besides  a  created  and  bowed — to  God,  and  prove  that  to  be  in  accord- 
ance with  that  pious  faith  which  bows  to  no  creature,  but  to  the 
Creator,  and  the  course  of  thy  reason  which  hath  strayed  away  fix>m 
the  piety  of  the  Fathers  will  be  fair  and  reasonable.  But  thou  canst 
not  show  that.  And'if  thou  hadst  dared  to  plunder  and  to  use  vio- 
lence there,  thou  wouldst  not  have  been  able,  by  so  doing,  to  pervert 
the  fair  reasoning  power  of  pious  men  to  favor  such  great  baseness, 
O  thou  God-driven  man.  For  understanding  and  reason  fight  against 
thee,  for  as  I  have  said,  no  creature  can  be  bowed  to  (371).  And  if 
a  creature  could  be  bowed  to  at  all,  forasmuch  as  there  are  many 
other  creatures,  there  would  then  be  no  difference  [as  to  their  right 
to  be  worshipped]  and  we  should  be  under  obligation  to  bow  to  all 
things  along  with  the  One  Creator,  on  the  ground  that  all  are  fellow- 
servants  [to  God]  and  are  of  the  same  class  and  name ' '  [that  is  all 
are  creatures.]"  (372). 

PASSAGE   18. 

The  Anomoeans,  that  is  the  Unlikeists^  as  their  name  means, 
were  the  most  radical  of  the  Arian  party.  Some  of  the  Arians  were 
willing  to  grant  that  the  Son  is  0/  like  substance  with  the  Father:  but 
the  Anomoeans  denied  that,  and  asserted  that  He  is  of  unlike  sub- 
stance. And  yet,  with  the  rest  of  the  Arians,  they  worshipped  their 
created  Christ,  though  they  held  that  He  is  Unlike  the  Father  as  to 
Substance.  And  so  even  they  were  creature-servers  on  their  own 
confession. 

For  St.  Epiphanius,  in  Sedlion  8,  of  his  remarks  on  the  Anomo- 
ean,  that  is  the  Eunomian  Heresy,  (Heresy  LXXVI.,)  shows  that  the 
Eunomians  worshipped  the  Son  of  God  as  a  made  God.  The  passage 
is  on  page  374,  volume  3,  of  Dindorf  s  edition.    I  quote  a  part  of  it: 

**  Dost  thou  bow  then  to  the  Son  of  God,  or  dost  thou  not  bow? 

**  Yes,  saith  he,  I  do  bow  to  Him. 

**  Dost  thou  bow  to  God  or  not? 

(370).     Hosea  xiv.,  3,  etc. 

(371).    St  Epiphanius  on  Heresy  LXIV.,  Se<flion  8,  (page  596  of  Vol.  I.  of 
Dindorf  s  edition).     Ildv  yap  rb  Knarbv  ov  npooKmnrroVy  of  f^i/v. 

(372).     Id. 
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« 
**  Yes,  saith  he,  I  do  bow  to  God  (373). 

**  What  sort  of  a  God  then  will  that  created  God  be  who  is  called 
God  by  thee  and  bowed  to  by  thee  (374)  ?  For  if  the  God  who  is  to 
be  bowed  to  created  that  One,  and  was  well  pleased  that  He  should 
be  bowed  to,  and  nevertheless  that  very  God  who  created  [Him]  is  not 
willing  that  any  other  creature  should  be  bowed  to,  but  blames  those 
who  bow  to  a  creature,  and  teaches  in  the  Law  [of  Moses],  Thou 
shall  nol  make  lo  Ihy self  any  likeness  and  bow  lo  ily  be  it  of  any  thing 
in  Heaven^  or  on  the  earthy  or  in  the  waters  (375);  and  the  apostle 
saith.  They  served  the  creature  besides  the  Creator  and  became  fools  (376)/ 
how  comes  it  then  that  he  commands  that  no  creation  at  all  shall  be 
bowed  to?  Is  there  then  respect  for  persons  with  God  (377)  ?  God 
forbid !  For  in  showing  that  the  One  God  is  to  be  bowed  to,  he  has 
certainly  shown  that  the  one  bowed  to  is  other  than  the  creation,  and 
that  the  creation  bowed  to  is  other  than  the  I/)rd  who  is  to  be  bowed 
to,  [that  is]  the  Son  of  God  who  was  bom  out  of  the  Father.  For 
because  He  was  bom  out  of  Him,  He  is  a  Son  like  Him,  and  of  His 
Substance  (378):  and  for  that  reason  He  is  to  be  bowed  to  by  all. 
Through  Him  [the  Son]  He  [the  Father]  made  cUl  things ^  and  without 
Him  was  nothing  made  [that  was  made]  (379).  For  by  Him  and  by 
His  Holy  Spirit,  who  hath  come  out  of  Him  (380),  and  receiveth  from 
the  Son  (381),  He  [the  Father]  made  and  settled  all  things.  For  by 
tJie  Word  of  the  Lord  the  Heavens  were  settled  and  all  their  (382)  power 

(373).  Hpiphanius*  Panarion,  Heresy  LXXVII.,  SeAion  8.  JlpocrxwcZf  roiwfv 
rhv  T'lbv  Toi)  6cot',  y  ov  irpootcweig]  vai,  <^ifaij  rrpoaKwu  avT6v.  Oedv  ir/xxricwcZf,  7  ovx*', 
val  ^ffcif  Oebv  npooKwu. 

(374)'  Greek,  irpooKwovfievog^  that  is,  of  coarse  worshipped ^  for  bowing  is  the 
most  commou  act  of  religious  worship  and  stands  for  all  of  them  often  as  here. 

(375).     Exod.  XX.,  4,  5. 
(376).     Rom.  L,  25. 
(377).     II.  Sam.  xiv.,  14:  Acts  x.,  34. 

(378).  Greek;  bfwiov  airr^  Kai  Kaf  avrbv  Tl6v,  Wtcrally,  **li^e  Him  and  ac^ 
cording  to  Him.** 

(379)-    John  i.,  3. 

(380}.    John  XV.,  26. 

(381).    John  xvi.,  14,  15. 

(382).  Dindorfs  text  has  "A«,»'  avrov;  but  Ott  page  864,  Volume  IIL  of  his 
edition  of  Epiphanius  he  restores  *' there.**    I  follow  his  restoration. 
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'fy  the  Spirit  (383)  of  His  mouth  (3S4).  For  when  the  Sole-Born,  (as 
iias  been  said  by  me  above),  said  That  they  may  know  thee  the  only 
true  Gody  and  Jesus  Christ  whom  thou  hast  sent  (385),  He  separated 
Himself  from  the  creation,  as  the  apostle  also  saith,  One  God  of  xchovi 
are  all  things^  and  we  through  Him,  and  one  Lord  fesus  Christ, 
through  whom  are  all  things,  and  we  through  Him  (386).  And  thou 
seest  how  he  hath  showed  that  there  is  but  one  God  the  Father,  and 
one  Lord  who  was  bom  out  of  Him  (387):  and  he  did  not  say.  There 
is  one  God,  and  o?ie  Lord  in  stuh  a  sense  that  all  things  else  were  bom  otit 
of  the  Father,  as  the  Son  was  (388),  but  One  Lord  through  whom  (389) 
a7'e  all  things.  And  since  He  is  [but]  One  Lord  through  whom  arc  all 
things.  He  is  not  one  of  all  [created]  things,  but  is  Maker  of  all 
things,  for  He  is  the  Creator  of  all  created  things." 

Further  on,  on  the  same  Heresy  LXXVI.,  St  Epiphanius  con- 
trasts as  follows  the  entire  freedom  of  the  Universal  Church  from  the 
fundamental  error  of  creature-worship.     For  he  writes : 

"And  WE  OURSELVES  DO  NOT  WORSHIP  ANYTHING  INFERIOR  TO 
THE  SUBSTANCE  OF  GOD  HIMSELF,  BECAUSE  WORSHIP  IS  TO  BE  GIVEN 
TO  HIM  ALONE  WHO  IS  SUBJECT  TO  NO  ONE,  THAT  IS  TO  THE  UNBORN 
FATHER,  AND  TO  THE  SON  WHO  WAS  BORN  OUT  OF  HIM,  AND  TO  THE 

HOLY  GHOST,  who  has  come  from  Him  also  through  the  Sole  Bom. 

For  THERE  IS  NOTHING  CREATED  IN  THE  TRINITY.  *  *  *  Be- 
cause the  Trinity  is  uncaused  by  any  *  *  *  cause,  It  has  uner- 
ringly taught  that  Itself  alone  is  to  be  worshipped :  for  Itself  alone  is 
uncaused:  whereas  all  things  [else]  have  been  caused.  For  they 
have  been  made  and  created,  but  the  Father  is  uncreated,  and  has  a 
Son  who  has  been  born  out  of  Him,  but  is  no  creature,  and  a  Holy 
Spirit  who  goes  out  of  Him,  and  was  not  made.  Since  these  things 
are  so,  the  Son  who  is  worshipped  is  not  liable  to  the  suffering  of  a 
creature"  (390). 

(383).     Or  ^* breath,'^  tu  TrvevfiarL. 
(384).     Psalm  xxxiii.,  6. 

(385)-  Jo^n  xvii.,  3. 

(386).  I.  Cor.  viii.,  6. 

(387).  Greek,  f^  axrro'v. 

^388).  Or,  **and  one  Lord  together  with  all  the  things  fnade  by  Him,^* 

(3S9).  Greek,  6C  ov, 

(390).  CoL  609-612,  tome  42  of  Migne*s  jRitrologia  Graeca, 
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Just  before,  on  the  same  Heresy,  Epiphanius  censures  the 
Eunomians,  that  is  the  Aetians,  for  worshipping  that  which  is  not 
divine  in  its  substance  (391).  Epiphanius  is  gloriously  Orthodox 
against  all  creature-service.  But  to  quote  all  the  passages  from  him 
against  that  sin  would  occupy  more  space  than  the  limits  of  this  work 
permit.  On  the  Anoraoeans,  that  is  the  Eunomiaus,  for  instance, 
he  witnesses  against  it  in  Sedlions  8,  9.  So  he  testifies  further  on, 
on  the  same  Heresy,  on  pages  430,  431,  435,  436,  445,  447,  and  448, 
in  Volume  III.  of  Dindorf*s  edition. 

So  he  is  especially  valuable  also  as  a  witness,  in  his  remarks  on 
the  Colly ridian  Heresy  (Heresy  lyXXIX.)  against  the  worship  of  the 
Virgin  Mary,  of  which  he  had  just  heard :  so  late  is  it. 

PASSAGE  19. 

Lucifer^  Bishop  of  Cagliari  in  Sardinia,  was  a  valiant  and  noble 
champion  for  Christ  against  the  creature-service  of  Arianisra,  which, 
in  the  passage  below  quoted,  he  calls  **Aria?i  Idolatry;**  and  justly, 
hecause  it  made  one  whom  it  called  a  creature,  God,  and  worshipped 
that  creature.  Because  of  his  stand  for  the  consubstantiality  and  co- 
«temity  of  God  the  Word  with  the  Father,  the  Arian  Emperor  Con- 
stantius  banished  him  during  the  period  A.  D.  355  to  A.  D.  361. 
He  spent  part  of  the  time  in  Palestine,  at  Eleutheropohs,  where  he  is 
thought  to  have  written  his  Two  Books  for  Saint  AthaJiasius  to  the 
Emperor  Constantius,  They  are  praised  by  Athanasius.  He  wrote 
other  works  also  for  Orthodoxy  (392). 

This  Lucifer  oi  Cagliaria  in  his  work,  **For  Saint  Athcmasius, 
addressed  to  the  Arian  Emperor  Co7isfa?itiics, ' '  tells  him : 

**  And  thou  oughtest  not  to  doubt  that  thy  works  are  malign, 
but  Athanasius'  just.  For  thou  art  a  murderer,  a  destroyer  of  Grod's 
religion,  a  denier  of  the  only  Son  of  God,  an  overthrower  of  the 
Apostolic  faith,  an  establisher,  of  arian  idolatry'*  (393). 

(391).    Col.  608,  id. 

'^392).     On  Lucifer  st%  Davies*  article  ** Luciferus  /."  in  Smith  and  Wace's 
D:c*ionary  of  Christian  Biography, 

(393)-  Migne's  Patrologia  Latina,  torn.  13,  col.  905.  Luciferi  Episcopi 
Calaritani,  Pro  Sancto  Athanasio,  lib.  ii.,  Nee  debes  dubitare  opera  tua  esse 
maligna,  Athanasii  vero  justa.  Tu  etenim  es  homicida,  religionis  Dei  destnn^lor, 
tinici  Pilii  Dei  negator,  apostolicae  fidei  expugnator,  idololatriae  Arianae  funda- 
^tor. 
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In  the  same  work  before,  I^ucifer  with  reference  to  the  fact  that 
Arianism  brought  in  a  created  God  in  its  Word,  and  so  a  new  God 
besides  the  increate  Jehovah,  quotes  against  the  Emperor,  Deut  v., 
7-1 1,  which  forbids  to  worship  any  such  new  God,  and  calls  such 
creature-worship  '^  idolatry  y  For  he  asks  him,  **A  it  good  to  forsake 
God  and  to  go  after  idolatry,  or  is  it  evil T'  (394).  To  show  further 
the  grievousnessof  Constantius'  sin  in  spreading  such  creature-service, 
he  quotes  as  apposite  Deut.  xvii.,  2,  3,  5,  6,  7,  which  inflidls  the 
punishment  of  stoning  to  death  on  ever>'  man  and  woman  who  brings 
in  a  new  God,  such  as  the  Arians  made  their  Word  to  be  by  pro- 
claiming that  he  was  a  creature,  and  hence  not  Jehovah. 

One  thing  about  lyucifer  however  is  censured  by  the  ancient 
Orthodox,  not  his  dodtrine  against  Constantius  and  Arianism,  for  St. 
Athanasius  himself  uses  similarly  strong  and  deserved  language  of 
both  the  Emperor  and  his  heresy,  but  his  too  severe  spirit  against  the 
penitent  Arian  when  he  reformed  and  returned  to  the  Church  and  laid 
aside  his  denial  of  the  Word's  consubstantiality  and  co-eternity  with 
the  Father,  and  renounced  his  creature-worship  and  his  Polytheism. 
We  should  imitate  God*s  mercy  in  the  Old  Testament  and  in  the 
New  toward  creature-servers  when  they  repent  and  sincerely  reform  : 
but,  like  Him,  and  in  loyal  obedience  to  His  Holy  Word  and  to  the 
Six  Ecumenical  Councils  of  His  whole  Church  East  and  West,  through 
which  He  has  spoken  against  all  creature-service,  by  His  Spirit 
promised  to  the  Universal  Apostolate,  we  should  denounce  them  and 
all  other  errorists  till  they  repentand  reform,  wani  them  of  the  threats 
in  His  Word  against  all  creature-servers,  and  of  the  instances  of  his 
righteous  wrath  visited  on  them  in  ancient  times  by  the  Assyrian  and 
the  Babylonian,  and  in  later  times  by  the  Persian,  the  Saracen,  the 
Tartar,  and  the  Turk.  For  unless  we  witness  for  Him  in  such  things 
God  will  require  their  blood  at  our  hands  (Ezek.  iii.,  18,  20:  Ezek. 
xxxiii.,  6).  As  to  every  impenitent  and  irreformable  creature-serv^cr 
and  infidel,  the  Apostle  Paul  warns  and  commands,  ^'BiU  now  I  have 
written  unto  you  not  to  keep  company,  if  any  man  that  is  coiled  a  brother 
be    ^     *     ^    an  idolater,  with  such  a  one  no  not  to  eat^  *  *  (I.  Cor.  v.,  11). 

We  should  maintain  that  historic  tradition  of  Scriptural  truth,  for 


(394).  Migne's  Patrologia  Latina,  tome  13,  col.  825  and  the  context; 
Luciferi  Episcopi  Calaritani,  Pro  Sancto  Athanasio,  lib.  L  Bonnm  est  dere* 
linquere  Deum,  et  ire  post  idololatriam,  an  malum? 
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it  includes  the  Scriptures,  not  all  then  written,  but  penned  since,  a 
part  of  which  is  loyalty  to  the  truth  that  God  alone  is  to  be  invoked, 
and  bowed  to  as  adls  of  religious  service  (Matt,  iv.,  lo);  as  to  which 
Tradition  the  Holy  Ghost  by  Paul  saith  in  solemn  langtiage,  ''Now 
we  command  you,  brethren,  in  the  name  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  that 
ye  withdraw  yourselves  from  every  brother  that  walketh  disorderly,  and 
not  after  the  tradition  which  he  received  of  us,''  (II.  Thess.  iii.,  6).  The 
tradition  which  he  means  is  not  the  legendary  tradition  which  contra- 
dicts Scripture,  but  the  historically  attested  Transmission  in  doArine, 
discipline,  rite  and  custom  of  the  Ante-Nicene  Church  which  comes 
down  from  Christ  and  His  Apostles.  The  ignorant  often  confound 
them.  But  alas !  in  our  day,  how  many  disobey  St.  Paul's  injundlion 
and  dote  on  such  perverters  of  souls  into  creature-service  as  John 
Henry  Newman,  and  praise  him  after  his  death  in  that  idolatry 
against  which  Holy  Writ  utters  the  warning  of  Galatians  v.,  19-22 
and  Revelations  xxi.,  8. 

PASSAGB  20. 

Faustin,  a  Presbyter  of  Rome,  who  flourished  in  A.  D.  369,  and 
after,  was  a  decided  friend  of  St.  Athananius  and  the  Nicene  Creed 
against  the  Arians,  but  was  later  a  Luciferian,  and  so  too  uncharita- 
ble against  the  reforming  and  penitent  Arian,  who  came  back  to  the 
Church,  He  wrote  a  work  on  the  Trinity,  which  he  addressed 
to  Flacdlla,  the  wife  of  the  Emperor  Theodosius  the  Great.  He 
composed  it  at  her  request.  It  repays  perusal.  Among  other  things 
he  shows  that  the  Arians  charged  the  Orthodox  with  having  two 
Gods  because  they  believed  in  the  Father  and  the  Son,  but  he  denied 
that  inference;  and,  following  Athanasius  and  the  rest  of  the  Ortho- 
dox, retorts  the  charge  on  themselves,  because  they  had  two  separate 
Gods  of  unlike  substance.  I  would  add  that  Faustin  shows  that  the 
Orthodox  Trinity  are  of  but  one  substance,  and,  I  will  add,  that 
according  to  the  teaching  of  TertuUian  and  the  earlier  Orthodox,  the 
Father,  His  co-eternal  Word  and  His  co-eternal  Spirit  are  three  Parts 
of  one  whole  Divinity,  and  that  therefore  the  charge  of  having  two  or 
three  entire  Gods  is  a  self-evident  slander.  Whereas  according  to 
Arius,  the  Father  is  the  entire  God  without  the  Son  or  the  Holy 
Ghost,  each  of  whom  is  an  entire  being,  separate  from  the  other  Two, 
so  that  the  charge  of  Polytheism  can  not  be  denied  by  any  Arian. 

Faustin,  the  Presbyter,  brings  out  in  Se<Slion  X.,  of  Chapter  I.^ 
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of  his  work  on  the  Tnnity,  the  Arian  weakness  in  making  the  Father 
and  the  Son  to  be  of  two  different  substances;  one  uncreated  and  the 
other  a  creature,  as  militating  in  effect,  against  any  claim  on  their 
part  to  be  Monotheists  (395). 

In  Secflion  9.,  referring  to  the  statement  of  Christ  in  John  x., 
30,  /  afid  the  Father  are  07ie^  he  comes  to  accuse  the  Arians  of  Polj'- 
theism.  as  follows: 

**Arius  ha\4ng  reference  to  the  term  'are'  [in  the  plural],  and 
understanding  it  to  teach  a  plurality,  introduced  an  impious  plurality 
of  Gods,  and  came  to  believe  in  one  eternal  God,  and  another  who 
began  to  be  God;  one  Almighty,  and  another  who  is  not  Almighty. 
But  O  the  blindness,"  etc.  (396). 

PASSAGE  21. 

Further  on,  in  Sedlion  9.,  Chapter  II.,  of  the  same  work  On  the 
Trinity,  Faustin  again  refers  to  the  Arian  heresy,  as  resulting  in 
Polytheism  and  Creature- Worship,  and  brands  it  as  destructive  of 
the  soul  therefore.     I  quote : 

**  For  when  he  [Christ]  said.  For  God  so  loved  the  world  that  He 
gave  His  Sole- Born  Son,  He  goes  on  and  says.  That  whosoever  be- 
lieveth  in  Him  should  7iot perish,  bnt  have  everlasting  life'*  (397)- 

"Again,  I  will  say,  He  is  the  Sole-Bom  Son.  [But]  how  can  it  be 
that  whosoever  believeth  in  Hijn  does  not  perish,  but  shall  have  everlast- 
ing life,  when  to  believe  in  a  creature  is  an  offence  to  the  Divinity. 
Look  at  the  Apostle  Paul :  consider  what  disgraceful  things,  what 
•obscenities  he  reports  of  those,  who,  as  he  himself  asserts,  changed  the 
truth  of  God  into  a  lie,  and  worshipped  and  served  a  creature  rather 
than  the  Creator  (398).  If  thou  so  believest,  and  so  worshippest,  and 
[so]  serv^est  the  Sole-Bom  Son  of  God,  though  thou  sayest  that  He  is 
a  creature,  there  await  thee,   O  wretched  man,  those  evils  by  which 

(395)-  Migne's  Patrologia  Latina,  tome  13,  col.  44,  45.  Faiistini  presby ten 
De  Trinitate,  cap.  x.,  Sedlion  i. 

(396).  Id.,  cap.  xi.,  Sfdlion  i.  Anus  respiciens  ad  hoc  quod  ait,  sumus,  in 
hoc  sennone,  pluralitatein  iutelligeus,  introduxit,  impiam  pluralitatem  deonim, 
credens  unum  sempiternum  Deum,  et  alium  qui  esse  coeperit  Deus;  unum  omni- 
potentem,  et  alium  qui  non  sit  omnipotens.    Sed  O  caecacitas,  etc. 

(397).    John  iii.,  16. 

(398).    Romans  i.,  25  and  after. 
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those  are  punished,  who  have  chayiged  the  truth  of  God  into  a  lie,  and 
-worshipped  and  served  a  creature  rather  than  the  Creator''  (399). 

Then  he  takes  up  and  refutes  another  Arian  assertion,  namely 
that  *  *  Christ  is  an  adopted  Son  of  God,  and  not  the  real  Son ' '  (400) . 

PASSAGE  22. 

Still  farther  on,  in  the  same  work  On  the  Trinity,  Chapter  III., 
Seftion  2,  Faustin,  like  Athanasius,  makes  bowing  (religious  bowing 
of  course)  prerogative  to  God,  and  the  fact  that  it  is  given  in  Scrip- 
ture to  Christ,  to  be  a  proof  of  His  Diidnity.  He  first  quotes  Isaiah 
xlv.,  14,  15  and  16,  which  in  his  Latin  reads  (I  translate), 

* '  Egypt  is  wearied;  and  the  business  of  the  Ethiopians,  and  the 
Sabeans,  tall  men,  shall  go  over  to  Thee,  and  they  shall  be  thy  servants, 
and  bound  with  fetters  they  shall  follow  after  Thee,  and  shall  bow  to 
Thee,  and  by  Thee  shall  they  pray:  for  God  is  in  Thee,  and  there  is  no 
Ood  beside  Thee,  For  thou  art  God,  and  we  knew  it  not,  O  God  of 
Israel  the  Saviour,  All  who  oppose  Thee  shall  be  ashamed  and  con- 
founded, and  shall  go  to  confusion,^' 

Without  any  break  he  goes  on  to  apply  the  passage  to  prove  the 
perfect  Divinity  of  the  Eternal  Word.     For  he  says, 

*' Notice,  that  to  the  Son  are  uttered  the  words,  'And  they  shall 
be  thy  servants^  dnd  bound  with  fetters,  they  shall  follow  after  Thee, 
and  shall  bow  to  Thee,  and  by  Thee  shall  they  pray  (401).  And  the 
Son  is  proven  to  be  very  God  by  the  fact  that  He  is  bowed 
TO.  For  it  belongs  to  God  to  be  bowed  to:  since  indeed  in  an- 
other place,  also  an  apostle  teaches  that  concerning  the  Son  of  God  it 

(399).  Migne's  Patrologia  Laiina,  tome  13,  column  57:  Faustini  presbyteri 
De  Trinitate,  cap.  ii.,  sect  ix.,  Iterum  dicam,  est  unigenitus  Filius:  quomodo 
qui  credit  in  eum,  non  perit,  sed  vitam  habebit  aeternam,  cum  credere  in  crea- 
turam  sit  Divinitatis  ofFensio?  Respice  ad  apostolum  Paulum;  cousidera,  quae 
opprobria,  quas  obsceuitates  de  his  reterat,  qui,  ut  ipse  ait,  commutarti-unt 
veritaiem  Dei  in  mendacio.  ct  coluerunt  et  servientnt  creaturae  potius  quatn 
Crcatori  (Rom.  i,  25).  Tu  si  sic  credis,  et  sic  colis,  et  servis  unigenito  Filio 
Dei,  ut  eum  dicas  esse  creaturam,  ilia  te  mala  miser  exspedlant  quibus  illi  pun- 
iuntur,  qui  cotumutaveruni  veriiatem  Dei  in  mendacio,  et  coluerunt  et  servierunt 
creaturae  potius  quam  Creatori, 

(400).     Ibid. 

(401).  Isaiah  xlv.,  14.  Faustinas  Latin  of  that  verse  differs  a  little  from 
Jerome's  Vulgate,  which  was  not  made  till  later. 
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is  written,  And  let  all  the  angels  of  God  bow  to  Him  (402);  that  is 
because  He  is  really  God  and  Lord*'  (403). 

Then  Faustin  takes  up  the  words  **  God  is  in  Thee^  and  there  is- 
no  God  beside  Thee.  Fo^  thou  art  God  and  we  knew  ii  not,  Oh  God 
of  Israel  the  Saviour \^'  and  says: 

'*  Therefore  since  God  is  in  God,  and  there  is  no  God  besides  Him^ 
in  whom  God  iSy  and  He  Himself  is  GW,  the  Saviour  cf  Israel:  there 
is  shown  [thereby]  the  oneness  of  the  Divinity  in  the  Father  and  irt 
the  Son,  as  also  the  oneness  of  their  almightiness,  and  in  general 
terms  of  whatsoever  belongs  to  the  divine  Substance*'  (404). 

But  we  will  quote  no  more  of  Faustin,  but  limit  ourselves  mainly 
to  those  passages  which  speak  of  Arianism  as  Polytheism  and  Crea- 
ture-Service, for  that  is  the  topic  of  this  se<Stion. 

The  Arians  opposed  the  dodlrine  of  the  primitive  Christian 
Writers,  St.  Justin  the  Martyr,  St.  Theophilus  of  Antioch  and  others 
that  God  the  Word  had  been  from  all  eternity  in  the  Father,  as  a 
consubstantial  Part  of  Jehovah,  but  was  bom  out  of  His  mouth  just 
before  the  worlds  were  made  and  to  make  them  and  they  were  vulgar 
and  low  enough  and  blasphemous  enough  to  pervert  it  and  to  lug  in 
mere  human  analogies  which  it  rejedls.  A  very  ancient  Fragment 
of  an  Arian  Writing,  which  is  found  on  columns  593  and  after  of 
tome  13,  of  Migne's  Patrologia  Latina,  perverts  and  blasphemes  the 
Orthodox  dodlrine  as  follows :  the  heretic  is  repljring  evidently  to  the 
reproach  that  the  Arians  are  Ditheists,  that  is  Twa-Gods-ites;  and  is 
stung  and  angered  by  it:  for  he  says: 

**If  God  has  a  Son,  He  must  have  a  wife  also,  or  surely  He  is 
feminine,  and  has  conceived  and  brought  forth  a  Son  by  another  Per- 
son. See !  you  say  therefore  that  there  is  more  than  one  God.  Why 
[then]  do  ye  insult  us,  because  we  assert  that  there  are  gods?"  (405). 

(402).    Heb.  i.,  6. 

(403).  Migne's  Patrologia  Latina,  tome  13,  coL  64,  Faustini  Presb3rteri  I}e 
Trinitaie^  cap.  iii.,  sect  iL:  Intende  quia  ad  Filium  dicitur  Et  tut  erunt  serui, 
etpost  ie  sequentur  aUigali  vinculis,  et  adorabunt  te^  et  in  te  deprecabuntur  (9). 
Ergo  et  hinc  Deus  verus  ostenditur  Filius,  cum  adoratur.  Dei  enim  est  adorari: 
Siquidem  et  alibi  docet  Apostolus  de  Filio  Dei  esse  scriptum;  Et  adorent  eutn 
omnes  angeli  Dei  (Heb.  L,  6);  scilicet  quia  vere  Deum  et  Dominum. 

(404).    Ibid. 

(405).  Sermonum  Arianorum  Fragmenta  Antiquissima,  *  »  *  Prag- 
mentum  Primum,  coL  594, 595  of  tome  13  of  Migne's  Airologia  Latina:  Necesse. 
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There  must  have  been  much  of  such  Arian  stuflF.  For  Hilary's 
Book  Against  ConstantiuSy  page  7,  states  that  ''All  the  writings  of  the 
Churches,  and  all  the  books  are  filled  with  the  most  impious  blasphemies  of 
ike  Ariam,'*  (406).  Some  of  them  are  still  found,  at  least  in  palimp- 
sests (407). 

St.  Chromatins,  the  friend  of  Jerome,  and  Bishop  of  Aquileia  in 
Italy  in  the  last  years  of  the  fourth  century  and  the  beginning  of  the 
£fth,  in  his  Tra^lates  on  the  Gospel  of  St.  Matthew,  TraHate  Second, 
referring  to  the  Father's  words  in  Matthew  iii.,  17,  This  is  my  beloved 
Son,  incidentally  condemns  the  Arian  service  of  a  created  Christ  as 
follows:  for  he  says  on  those  words  of  God  the  Father: 

**His  Son  certainly,  not  by  adoption  and  grace,  nor  by  creature- 
religion  (408)  as  the  heretics  wish  to  have  it,  but  by  the  property  of  His 
kind  and  in  the  verity  of  His  Nature*'  (409). 

SeHion  9,  Spread  of  Creature-Service  the  result  of  Arian  teaching, 

I  have  seen  no  proof  that  any  Arian  worshipped  angels  or  saints. 
On  such  matters  they  seem  not  to  have  swerved  far  from  the  doArine 
of  that  Universal  Church  which  they  forsook. 

Yet  as  during  their  long  control  of  all  of  it  by  violence  and 
tyranny  during  part  of  the  reign  of  Constantius,  and  of  the  Eastern 
part  during  the  reign  of  Valens,  they  expelled  or  imprisoned  or  killed 
all  the  sound  bishops  and  clergy,  and  taught  the  people  that  creature- 
worship,  as  applied  to  their  created  Christ,  is  right,  they  blunted  the 
moral  sense  on  that  point  of  many,  and  prepared  the  way  for  those 
who  would  teach  the  invocation  of  saints  and  of  angels,  and  the  wor- 
ship of  relics  by  kissing  (Hosea  xiii.,  1-4).  At  any  rate  we  find  no 
creature- worship  in  the  church  before  the  Arian  Controversy. 

There  is  no  creature-invocation  in  any  genuine  Ante-Nicene 
Christian  writing,  nor  in  any  genuine  writing  of  Athanasius,  or  in  any 

si  Filitim  habet  Deus,  et  uxorem  habet,  aut  certe  femineus  est,  et  aliunde  con- 
cepit  et  genuit  Filimn.  Ecce  vos  dicitis  jam  plures  deos;  quomodo  nos  insultatis, 
quod  deos  didmus  esse? 

(406).    Quoted  in  note  "a,"  col.  593,  id. 

(407).    Ibid. 

(408).    Or  ^*  by  the  worship  of  a  creature.^^ 

(409).  Col  531,  tome  XX.,  of  Migne*s  Jhtrologia  Latina,  Hie  est  Filius 
tneus.  Suns  utique,  non  per  adoptionem  gratiae,  neque  per  religionem  creaturae, 
nt  haeretici  volunt,  sed  sui  proprietate  Generis  et  veritate  Naturae. 
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Orthodox  writing  of  St.  Athanasius*,  life-time.  On  the  contrary,  all 
the  primitive  writings  which  touch  on  creature-worship  of  any  kind 
condemn  it.  The  martyrs  died  to  oppose  it  and  to  witness  to  the 
fundamental  dodlrine  of  Christ's  saving  Gospel,  that  all  adls  of  relig- 
ious sen-ice  are  prerogative  to  Almighty  God.  Yet  creature-service 
in  the  form  of  prayer  and  bowing  to  the  mere  Arian  created  Christ 
was  preached  in  the  reigns  of  Constantius  and  Valens,  in  the  Chris- 
tian Church  by  the  Arians  who  had,  by  the  aid  of  the  persecuting- 
civil  power,  driven  out  the  Orthodox  pastors  and  usurped  their  places. 

It  is  true,  as  we  see  from  a  passage  of  Epiphanius  on  the  Ano- 
mean  heresy  (Heresy  LXXIV.),  quoted  above,  that  even  that  radical 
Arian  sect  seem  to  have  refused  worship  to  any  other  creature  than 
their  created  Christ;  for  the  old  Scriptural  spirit  of  the  primitive 
Church  against  all  creature-service  still  survived  to  some  extent  even  in 
their  per\'erted  minds,  and  still  more  in  the  minds  of  the  people,  upon 
whom  they  had  forced  themselves:  so  that  to  preach  the  invocation 
of  the  Virgin  Mar}-,  or  of  angels,  would  have  made  trouble  for  them 
among  the  sound  people,  who  were  compelled  by  the  terrors  of  the 
stem  power  and  tyranny  of  Constantius  and  of  Valens  to  endure 
them.  Hence  wisdom  and  prudence  would  keep  them  from  invoking 
angels  or  saints.  Yet  their  evil  course  in  sandlioning  and  teaching 
the  principle  that  creature- worship,  if  given  to  their  created  Christ,  is 
lawful  and  right,  would  naturally  be  carried  out  to  its  logical  results 
by  the  more  depraved  and  lead  in  their  minds  to  the  worship  of  the 
Virgin  Mary  and  angels.  Indeed  not  only  Epiphanius  as  above,  but 
Athanasius  also  had  predicfled  that  their  creature-worship  would  not 
end  with  worshipping  their  created  Christ,  but  would  extend  itself  to 
other  creatures.     I  have  given  the  quotation  from  Athanasius  above. 

Even  John  Henry  Newman  in  a  note  to  page  3  of  his  Translation 
of  S.  Athanasius'  Treatises  Against  Arianism,  justly  spoke  of  the 
Arian  denial  of  Christ's  divinity  and  the  creature-worship  consequent 
on  that  denial,  as  a  '^bringing  back  idolatry  and  its attaidant  spiritual 
ignorance,''  and  refers  to  '^the  idolatrous  character  of  Arian  worship 
on  its  own  showing ,  viz,,  as  worshipping  One  whom  they  yet  maintained 
to  be  a  creature''  Later  on,  Mohammed,  the  Arab  impostor,  adopted 
and  propagated  with  the  sword  the  Arian  denial  of  the  Divinity  of 
the  Eternal  Word .  In  a  work  by  some  old  author,  Against  Mohammed^ 
we  find  the  statement: 
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**He  drew  the  dodlrine  of  but  one  God  from  the  Hebrews;  and 
the  doiStrine  that  the  Word  and  the  Spirit  are  creatures  from  the 
Arians;  and  the  worship  of  a  man  from  the  Nestorians.  And  he  com- 
posed for  himself  a  rehgion  made  up  from  them  air*  (410). 

The  corruptions  and  creature- worship  and  image-worship  which 
had  entered  the  Church  brought  God's  curse  upon  it,  but  since  the 
Reformation  the  deluge  of  Arab  and  Tartar  and  Turkish  conquest  has 
been  receding,  and  let  us  hope,  will  soon  utterly  subside;  and  the 
Faith  of  Nicaea  will  again  control  all  it  ever  had.  It  will  if  the 
Christians  under  the  Mohammedan  sway  will  only  reform. 

Happily  the  Church  Universal  is  perfe<5lly  cle^r  from  all  stain  of 
creature-service.  The  invocation  of  angels  is  condemned  by  Canon 
XXXV.  of  the  local  Council  of  Laodicea  about  A.  D.  364,  when  it 
first  appears,  and  that  canon  was  invested  with  Ecumenical  Sandlion 
by  Canon  1.  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Synod.  Of  course  by  equality 
of  reasoning  (pari  ratione)  all  other  creature-invocation  is  forbidden 
by  that  enadlment.  For  it  is  all  creature-service  contrary  to  Christ's. 
own  saving  law  in  Matthew  iv.,  10,  Thou  shalt  bow  to  the  Lord  thy  God^ 
and  Him  only  shalt  thou  serve, 

St.  Epiphanius,  in  the  last  half  of  the  fourth  century,  in  his  ac- 
count of  the  Heresy  of  the  Collyridians,  shows  that  the  worship  of 
the  Virgin  Maiy  was  then  a  novel  thing  and  was  regarded  by  all 
Orthodox  men  as  silly  and  sinful. 

And  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council  by  approving  St.  Cyril  of 
Alexandria's  Anathema  VIII.,  which  condemns  the  Nestorian  way  of 
service  to  the  human  nature  of  Christ  by  itself  and  the  IXth  Anathema. 
of  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Synod  which  condemns  the  same  error, 
in  effect,  forbid  a  fortiori,  that  is  much  more  all  creature-service. 
For  surely  if  I  may  not  worship  by  itself  the  highest  of  all  mere 
created  things,  that  is  Christ's  humanity,  much  less  may  I  worship 
the  Virgin  Mary,  or  any  other  saint  or  angel. 

(410).    Migne's  Patrohgia   Graeca,  tome    IC4,  col.   1447,  1448  and  14491, 
Cdntra  Muhammed. 
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THE   FIRST   ECUMENICAL   COUNCIL. 


Introductory  Matter. 


CHAPTER  IV. 

THE  SYNOD  ITSBI.F. 

1.  Events  just  before  it, 

2.  When  did  it  meet? 

3.  In  what  building  did  it  meett 

4.  Number  0/ Bishops  present, 

5.  Whence  they  came, 

,6.  The  disputatio7is  at  Nicaea  before  the  Synod  met. 

7.  Who  presided  f 

8.  The  AHs,  that  is  Minutes  0/  the  First  Synod. 

9.  On  what  topics  Nicaea  decided. 

10.  Why  should  not  the  gathering  of  the  Apostles  at  ferusalem, 
which  acquitted  Peter ^  as  told  in  A6ls  xi.,  be  deemed  the 
First  Ecumenical  Synod^  and  that  which  vindicated  the 
claim  of  Gentile  Christians  to  be  free  from  the  Mosaic  Law, 
be  deemed  the  Second^  in  which  case  Nicaea  would  be  reckonea 
the  Third? 

I.  Events  between  Arius'  expulsion  from  the  Church  in  A.  D. 
^20^  orj2i,  and  (he  Ecumenical  Council  of  Niaiea,  A.  D.j2S- 

Anus,  after  attempting  to  excite  his  followers  and  the  populace, 
^d  the  civil  autl^orities,  many  of  whom  were  pag^ans,  against  his 
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Bishop,  Alexander  (411),  and  after  his  consequent  expulsion  from 
Alexandria,  went,  as  we  have  seen,  to  Palestine,  where  he  found 
some  friends,  chief  among  whom  was  Eusebius,  Bishop  of  Caesarea, 
the  noted  Church  Historian,  who  sympathized  with  his  heresy.  But 
here  the  diligent  pursuit  of  Bishop  Alexander  followed  him,  as  was 
right  and  just,  for  Arius  was  acSlively  engaged  in  corrupting  the  faith, 
and  in  ruining  souls.  Thence  he  went  to  his  strongest  partisan, 
Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  after  whom  the  whole  heretical  party  are 
often  called  Eusebians  by  St.  Athanasius.  There  Eusebius  and  his 
partisans  issued  an  Encyclical  addressed  to  all  Bishops,  asking  them 
to  admit  the  Arians  to  communion,  though  they  had  justly  been 
excommunicated.  The  response,  judging  from  what  occurred  soon 
after  at  Nicaea,  could  not  have  been  much.  One  thing  however  at 
this  time  helped  Arianism.  It  was  the  disorder  into  which  matters 
had  fallen  in  the  war  between  Constantine  and  the  Emperor 
Licinius,  which  began  in  A.  D.  322,  and  ended  in  A.  D.  323,  with 
the  victory  of  Constantine.  Egypt  and  Asia  belonged  before  the 
w^ar  to  Licinius,  the  champion  of  paganism,  and  during  the  turmoil 
when  he  persecuted  the  Orthodox  Bishops,  Arius  was  permitted  to 
return  to  Alexandria.  Constantine  on  becoming  Master  of  the  whole 
empire  undertook  to  reconcile  the  Orthodox  and  their  opponents  by 
condemning  both  Alexander  and  Arius,  and  by  representing  the 
questions  involved  as  of  no  importance,  a  thing  which  displayed  his 
own  ignorance  of  their  tremendous  import.  The  contents  of  the  letter 
which  was  sent  from  Nicomedia  show  the  hand  of  the  Arian  Bishop 
of  that  see,  and  his  influence  on  Constantine,  who,  by  the  way,  had 
not  yet  been  baptized.  It  was  sent  to  Alexandria  by  the  venerable 
Bishop  Hosius,  of  Cordova,  the  one  Orthodox  Bishop  who  seems  to 
liave  had  most  influence  over  the  Emperor's  mind,  with  whom  it  is 
thought  he  may  have  become  acquainted  when  he  held  Spain  in  his 
jurisdiction  after  the  death  of  his  imperial  father.  Hosius,  of  coarse, 
could  not  make  oil  and  water  mix,  for  the  Orthodox  were  rightfijDUsly 
firm  and  the  Arians  were  obstinate,  and  so  he  returned  to  the  Ete{)eror. 
According  to  Sulipicius  Severus,  it  was  held  that  Hosius^  vas  the 
cause  of  the  holding  of  the  Synod  (412).      For  he  seessi0>  to  have 

(411).  See  Hefele  I.,  248,  Clark's  translation,  Edinburgh,  ^fKl^liXlMaathori^ 
ties  there  cited. 

(412).  Sulpit  Sever.  Hist  iL,  55.  He  writes,  as  quotodt  iA.  C(^Qltie  I.,  261^ 
Nicaena  Synodus,  auctore  illo  (Hosio)  confe<Eta  habebatur. 
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advised  the  Emperor  to  summon  the  Bishops  of  the  Christian  world 
to  meet  there.  Constantine,  as  Rufinus  states,  a(5led  in  the  matter  in 
accordance  with  the  advice  of  the  Bishops  (413).  That  advice  was. 
given  by  Westerns  like  Hosius  for  instance,  and  by  Oriental  prelates 
also.  Some  have  thought  that  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  Sylvester,  was 
not  consulted,  while  Hefele  argues  that  he  was.  To  prove  that  he 
was,  is  no  argument  for  any  alleged  supremacy  of  Rome,  as  distin- 
guished from  her  primacy,  for  the  letter  of  convocation  was  sent  by  the 
Emperor  ever>'where.  And  in  an  Ecumenical  Synod  every  see  had 
a  right  to  be  heard.  Constantine  put  the  public  conveyances  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Bishops  to  help  them  on  their  way,  and  provided  a. 
daily  maintenance  for  them. 

2.  WheJi  did  it  meet  f 

On  May  20,  325,  according  to  Socrates  (414),  the  Coundl  met^ 
and  on  June  19  put  forth  its  Creed  (415). 

3.  In  what  building  did  it  meet? 

On  this  matter  there  has  been  some  doubt  among  some,  as  we 
see  in  Hefele's  note  7,  page  279,  volume  i.,  of  the  English  translation  of 
his  History  of  the  Christian  Councils,     Eusebius  in  his  Life  of  Con- 
stantine^ III.,  10,  states  that  it  was  *'/«  the  most  central  house  of  the 
imperial  palace  buildifigs.  *  *     Theodoret  in  his  Ecclesiastical  History^ 
Book  I.,  Chapter  7,  as  in  Bohn*s  translation,  describes  it  as  follows: 

'*When  they  [the  bishops]  were  all  assembled,  the  Emperor 
ordered  a  large  apartment  to  be  prepared  for  their  accommodation  in 
the  palace,  in  which  a  suflScient  number  of  seats  were  placed:  and 
here  the  bishops  were  summoned  to  hold  their  deliberations  upon  the 
proposed  subje(5ls.  The  Emperor,  attended  by  a  few  followers,  was 
the  last  to  enter  the  room.** 

Sozomen  in    his  Ecclesiastical  History^   Book  I.,    Chapter  19, 
speaks  of  the  bishops  having  summoned  Arius  before  them,  and  of 
their  examining  his  dodfaine  and  of  their  withholding  their  decision, 
and  all  this  before  the  day  of  their  meeting  with  the  Emperor,  fix)m  all 

(413).     Rufinus'  Hist.  Eccl,  I.,  i. 

(414).     Socrates'  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  XIIL,  at  the  end; 
Aict  II.,  of  Chalcedou  in  Harduin.  ConciL  II.,  2S6:  Mansi  vi.,  955. 

(415).     Mansi  VI.,    955:  Hard.  II.,   286.      See  on  those  matters  Hefele's 
IfisU.ry  of  the  Church  Councils^  Clark's  English  translation,  VoL  L,  page  274 
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which  it  appears  that  the  final  decision  on  the  faith  was  done  in  one 
day.  Eusebius  in  Chapter  10,  Book  III.,  of  his  Life  of  Constantine^ 
implies  the  same.  And  a  note  on  page  122  of  Bagster*s  English 
translation  of  that  work,  well  infers  from  Eusebius'  statement  in  that 
Chapter: 

**  Hence  it  seems  probable  that  this  was  the  last  day  of  the 
Council;  the  entire  session  of  which  occupied  more  than  two  months, 
and  which  was  originally  held  in  a  Church.**  The  Synodal  Epistle 
speaks  of  the  matters  being  settled  in  the  presence  of  the  Emperor, 
which  implies  that  they  must  have  been  settled  on  the  day  the 
Emperor  met  them,  and  he  met  them  in  session,  so  far  as  appears,  on 
that  day  only.  That  they  met  before  in  a  Church  seems  clear  from 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  statement  in  Chapter  7  of  Book  III.,  of  his 
Life  of  Conslaniiney  where  he  speaks  of  their  assembUng  before  in  a 
house  of  prayer, 

4.  Number  of  Bishops  who  were  present  at  the  Council  of  Nicaea. 

This,  according  to  Athanasius  himself,  was  three  hundred  and 
eighteen  (416). 

5.  Whefue  they  came. 

From  the  whole  Roman  Empire,  though  as  the  Council  was  held 
in  the  East,  most  present  were  Orientals.  Vet  Eusebius,  of  Caesarea, 
states  in  his  Life  of  Constantine,  Book  III.,  Chapter  6,  that  the  Em- 
peror assembled  an  Ecumenical  Synod  (anvudov  tthoofitmrfv)  that  is  a 
Synod  of  the  whole  ''inhabited  world.''  Eusebius  in  the  same  place 
states,  that  by  '"an  honoring  letter''  Constantine  besought  the 
Bishops  of  every  quarter,  («r(2>7<i;^o>i>),  to  assemble  speedily  at  Nicaea. 
Recognizing  their  supreme  right  to  rule  in  the  spirituals,  he  referred 
the  whole  question  to  them.  According  to  Rufinus*  Ecclesiastical 
History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  i,  (or  by  another  reckoning,  Book  X., 
Chapter  i),  the  Emperor  asked  Arius  to  come.  Of  the  Westerns,  there 
were  present  only  Hosius  of  Cordova  in  Spain;  Caecilian,  Metropolitan 
of  Carthage,  or,  as  we  would  now  say,  antocephalous  Patriarch  of  all 
Latin  Africa;  Marcus  of  Calabria  in  Italy;  Nicasius  of  Dijon  in  Gaul; 
Domnus  of  Stridon  (in  Pannonia);  the  two  Roman  Presbyters,  Vitus 
and  Vincent,  representatives  of  Sylvester,  Bishop  of  Rome.      The 

(416).     Hefele,  in  his  History  of  the  Christian  Councils,  English  translation* 
Vol.  I.,  page  270  and  after,  has  gone  into  detail  on  that  matter.    See  there. 
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Orient,  including  its  Apostolic  sees,  was  more  fully  represented,  for  we 
find  the  names  of  Alexander  of  Alexandria,  Eustathius  of  Antioch, 
and  Macarius  of  Jerusalem,  and  a  host  of  other  sotmd  Bishops;  and 
with  them  the  great  patrons  and  defenders  of  Arius  and  his  heresies, 
Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  and  Eusebius  of  Caesarea.  Two  Bishops 
came  from  outside  the  limits  of  the  Roman  Empire,  one  a  Persian, 
the  other  a  Goth. 

But  as  yet  the  lands  of  northern  Europe  lay  in  the  darkness  of 
paganism,  and  therefore  we  find  no  Anglo  Saxon,  no  Hollander,  no 
Dane,  Norwegian,  Swede,  Finlander,  German,  Polander,  Bohemian, 
or  Russian  among  them.  A  still  greater  glory  awaits  their  prelates 
in  a  seventh  Ecumenical  Council  of  the  future  which  shall  purge 
away  all  idolatry  and  all  creature-service,  and  all  infidelity  and  reunite 
in  unsullied  and  perfect  Orthodoxy,  all  who  claim  to  be  Christians. 
The  strong  anus  of  the  Teutonic  converts  to  the  faith  did  their  part 
nobly  in  the  great  battle  near  Tours,  in  turning  back  the  desolating 
hordes  of  Moors  and  Arabs  in  the  eighth  century,  who  threatened 
to  subjugate  all  Christendom.  John  Sobeiski  and  his  Poles  succored 
Vienna  in  its  dire  extremity  in  1683,  and  saved  Christendom  again; 
and  the  Russian  who  at  the  time  of  the  Council  of  Nicaea  was  a 
barbarian  and  a  pagan,  has  stood  as  the  champion  of  Eastern  Chris- 
tianity for  centuries  past,  has  waged  successful  war  for  it,  and  seems 
destined,  if  he  reforms,  to  win  back  all  it  has  lost  by  the  destroying 
sword  and  torch  of  the  cruel  Arab  and  Turk. 

6.    The  Disputations  at  Nicaea  before  the  Symod  met, 

Arius  was  there,  and  no  less  than  seventeen  bishops,  led  by 
Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  were  among  his  partisans. 

On  the  side  of  the  Orthodox  were  many  champions  for  Christ 
against  the  creature-servers,  but  pre-eminent  among  them  all  was 
Athanasius,  immortal  in  name  and  immortal  in  fame,  the  Bishop  who 
stands  greatest  among  all  prelates  since  the  Apostles,  though  he  was 
then  only  a  deacon.     Sozomen  as  in  Bohn*s  translation  writes: 

*'Many  of  the  bishops  and  of  the  inferior  clergy  attra<Sled  the 
notice  of  the  Emperor  and  the  Court  by  these  disputations.  Athan- 
asius, who  was  then  a  deacon  of  Alexandria,  and  had  accompanied 
the  Bishop  Alexander,  greatly  distinguished  himself  at  this  jundlure" 

(417).     Gregory  of  Nazianzus  bears  similar  testimony  to  Athanasius' 
merits. 


(417)-    Sozomen's  Eccl,  Hist,  I.,  17. 
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*'Theodoret,**  writes  Hefele,  *  Upraises  Athanasius  equally,  who^ 
he  says,  *  won  the  approbation  of  all  the  Orthodox  ai  the  Council  of 
Nicaea^  by  his  defence  of  apostolic  doHrine^  and  drew  upon  himself  the 
hatred  of  the  enemies  of  the  truth' '^  (Theodoret's  EccL  Hist.  /.,  26). 
**Rufinussays,  ^By  his  cotitroversiaV  ability  {su^gestiones)  [literally 
*  suggestions''}  he  discovered  the  subterfuges  and  sophisms  of  the 
heretics  (dolosacfallaaasy  *'  (418).  We  can  easily  see  that  chief  among 
those  suggestions,  that  is  inferences  suggested  by  him  from  the  Arian 
denial  of  Christ's  divinity,  were  the  two  necessary  and  inseparable 
ones  of  Polytheism  and  Creature- Worship,  on  which  he  insists  in  the 
passages  quoted  above,  and  elsewhere,  as  the  unavoidable  outcome 
of  that  denial. 

7.    Who  presided  f 

Hefele,  in  Se<5lion  5  of  the  first  volume  of  his  History  of  the 
Christian  Councils ,  page  27  and  after,  of  Clark's  translation,  treats 
of  **  The  Presidency  of  Councils, '^  and  shows  that  a  certain  supervision 
of  their  proceediilgs,  not  in  the  way  of  voting  but  by  suggestion,  en- 
treaty, and  by  preserving  order,  was  sometimes  wielded  by  the 
imperial  power:  while  the  whole  decision  on  dogmas,  discipline  and 
rites  rested  with  the  bishops  alone:  both  which  positions  are  easily 
proven,  though  when  the  mere  lay  power  of  the  Emperors  became 
bossy  and  attempted  to  control  the  Bishops  in  the  just  exercise  of 
their  prerogatives,  they  rejecfled  it  where  they  were  free  to  do  so,  as 
for  instance  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  and  the  Bishops  of  the  Third 
Ecumenical  Council  reje<5led  the  attempt  of  the  Emperor  Theodosius 
II.  by  his  representative,  Count  Candidian,  to  control  the  Synod's 
adlion  against  the  heresiarch  Nestorius. 

Hefele  goes  on  in  a  cunning  and  insinuating  way  to  argue  that 
the  Bishop  of  Rome  presided  in  the  Ecumenical  Synods  by  his  legates. 
In  that  he  fails,  for  to  prove  that  his  representative  signs  first  simply 
proves  that  the  Orientals  admitted  the  Bishop  of  Rome  to  be  Bishop 
of  the  first  see  of  the  then  Christian  world;  but  it  does  not  prove  that 
he  was  what  we  now  understand  by  a  President  of  a  deliberative 
assembly:  for,  as  has  been  said,  and  as  is  proven  by  the  A<5ls  of  those 
Cotmcils  themselves,  and  as  even  Hefele  shows,  much  of  what  in  our 
day  would  be  styled  mere  chairmanship  duties,  was  performed  by  the 
mere  lay  power,  though  such  a  thing  as  lay  power  over  Bishops  is 

(418).    Hefele,  L,  278,  Clark's  translation. 
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not  mentioned  in  the  New  Testament,  and  is  not  at  all  necessar>'  but 
novel  and  unauthorized,  and  was  even  reje<5led  by  the  Third  Council 
when  it  interfered  with  the  Bishops  in  the  performance  of  their  duties. 

Hefele  finds  that  some  Roman  Bishop  is  spoken  of  as  praesidenSy 
that  is/oresittifig  in  other  Ecumenical  Councils  (419),  or  that  Hosius  is 
mentioned  as  having  beefi  a  leader  (jiYTjaaTo)  in  Councils  (420),  and  he 
immediately  jumps  to  the  conclusion  that  he  was  the  only  fores  iifer 
and  the  only  leader,  and  in  brief  the  Chairman  or  President  of  the 
Council. 

But  in  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods  no  one  man  had  the  sole 
power  of  putting  motions,  etc.,  after  the  model  of  our  modem  Chair- 
manship or  Presidentship  system.  Indeed,  the  facfls  prove  just  the 
very  opposite,  and  show  that  he  was  only  ''First  among  his  equals'* 
(primus  inter  pares)  For  no  representative  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome 
was  at  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council;  and  at  the  Fourth  the  attempt 
of  his  legates  to  hinder  the  adoption  of  the  twenty-eighth  Canon  of 
Chalcedon  did  not  prevent  the  Orientals  fi*om  passing  it  right  in 
their  teeth,  and  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Council  treated  Pope  Vigilius 
as  a  wayward  brother  who  was  subject  to  it,  and  not  at  all  as  its 
President,  and  went  on  without  him  and  finally  made  him  submit  to 
its  decisions. 

As  to  Nicaea,  but  little  or  nothing  is  said  definitely  as  to  who 
presided  in  the  Disputations  between  the  first  meeting  of  the  Council 
on  May  20th,  325,  and  the  formal  session  of  June  19,  of  the  same  3'ear 
which  adopted  the  Creed  and  condemned  Arianism.  Though  two 
Roman  presbyters,  Vitus  and  Vincent,  were  present  to  represent  Rome, 
yet  no  one  is  mentioned  as  presiding  in  them  or  any  of  them  as  a 
legate  of  Rome.  Nor  in  the  formal  session  of  June  19,  is  there 
any  mention  of  any  exclusive  Presidentship  of  Hosius  or  of  any 
other,  though  it  is  definitely  stated  that  the  Emperor  Constantine, 
after  a  modest  Oration  to  them  in  which  he  counselled  unity,  *  'handed 
over  the  matter  to  the  Foresitters"'  (421),  that  is  to  the  occupants  of  the 
chief  sees.  If  Hosius  were  a  representative  of  Rome  as  Hefele  contends, 


(419).     Hefele's  History  of  the  Church  Councils,  Clark's  translation,  pages 
3i»  32. 

(420).     Id.,  page  39. 

(421).     Eusebius*  Life  of  Constantine^  Book  IIL,  Chapter  XIIL,  frapedidcw 
xhv  Xdyov  ro2f  rfjg  <ruv66ov  npokdpoiq. 
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,  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  and  Eustathius,  Bishop  of 
itioch,  would  be  among  them,  and  certainly  they  were  among  the 
resitters  that  is  Presidents  (roc?  npoidpoisi)  as  Hefele  on  pages  35, 
.  of  his  Volume  I.,  admits. 

There  seeoms  to  have  been  a  tendency  in  all  the  Ecumenical 
nods  to  imitate  the  form  of  procedure  in  Adls  xv.,  where  each 
)ostle  had  the  right  to  speak,  though  some  are  more  prominent 
m  others,  where  sii^gularly  enough  no  one  is  termed  President. 
:t  there  are  leaders  in  them  all,  and  Rome's  representatives,  while 
ly  could  not  of  themselves  decide  any  question,  and  while  they 
aid  cast  but  one  vote,  that  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  nevertheless 
K)d  and  voted  first,  but  every  Bishop  could  speak  and  cast  one  vote 
•o,  whether  his  see  was  great  or  small.  So  Peter  spoke  first  in  the 
uncil  of  Jerusalem  in  Adls  xv.,  but  his  mere  opinion  given  in  that 
dress  of  his  did  not  settle  matters,  but  the  Synod  went  on  to  hear 
he  apostles  Barnabas  and  Paul,'^  and  finally  James  suggests  the 
m  that  the  decision  should  take,  and  then  the  apostles  adopted  his 
g^gestion  and  the  thing  was  settled.  In  all  this  Peter  had  only  one 
ice  and  one  individual  vote.  He  is  simply  First  among  his  equals. 
lat  is  the  type  of  things  in  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils.  Peter's 
xressor  votes  first  and  signs  first,  but  every  Bishop  votes  and  signs 
lependenly  after  him,  and  the  majority  of  votes  decides  every  ques- 
n.  Peter  had  no  power  to  decide  any  question  separate  firom  the 
»t  of  the  Apostles.  He  had  a  Primacy  among  them,  not  a  Suprem- 
^  over  them.  The  power  of  binding  and  loosing  was  given  to  all 
[att.  xviii.,  15-21:  John  xx.,  21-24).  So  was  the  power  of  teach- 
2^  (Matt,  xxviii.,  16-20).  And  those  powers  are  exercised  by  the 
liversal  Apostolate  in  Ecumenical  Synods.  No  valid  and  sound 
ihop  may  be  deprived  of  them.  Nor  is  he  dependent  on 
lat  the  bishop  of  Peter's  Roman  see  may  think  or  say  as  to  their 
ercise.  On  the  contrary,  the  Universal  Apostolate  can  judge  and 
idemn  any  bishop  of  Rome.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Fifth  Ecu- 
inical  Council  censured  Vigilius,  and  the  Sixth  condemned  Pope 
juorius  as  a  heretic.  Moreover,  the  creature-invoker  and  image- 
jrshipper,  Leo  XIII.,  is  not  a  valid  successor  of  Peter;  for  the 
ientals,  comprising  all  the  rest  of  the  Apostolic  sees,  justly  brand 
n  as  a  heretic  condemned  by  the  decisions  of  Ecumenical  Councils, 
1  deny  the  validity  of  his  baptism  and  his  orders,  and  the  Angli- 
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can  commanion,  in  its  formularies,  justly  condemns  him  as  an  idolater 
and  a  heretic.  And  he  is  condemned  as  an  idolater,  a  creature-server 
and  a  heretic,  by  the  decisions  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods.  So  that 
one  of  the  first  thin^  to  be  done  in  a  future  Seventh  Ecumenical 
Council  is  to  pat  a  sound  and  valid  successor  to  Peter  in  his  place. 

We  have  seen  that  there  is  no  proof  of  any  exclusive  Presidency 
of  Pester' s  IRamam  see  in  the  first  meeting  of  the  Council  on  May  20; 
nor  is  there  any  in  the  period  between  that  day  and  the  formal  open- 
ing of  the  Coundl  on  June  19.     How  was  it  then?    I^et  us  see. 

There  was  on  the  20th  of  May  a  meeting  of  the  Bishops  in  a 
house  of  prayer^  as  we  see  above.  From  that  day  on  till  June  19, 
when  the  Emperor  opened  the  Council  formally,  there  were  repeated 
discussions  between  the  Orthodox  and  their  opponents,  and  it  soon 
became  clear  that  the  great  majority  of  the  Bishops  were  on  the  sotmd 
side,  and  a  small  number  on  the  side  of  Arius.  Arius  himself  was 
examined  :again  and  again  and  his  heresy  was  made  fully  manifest  to 
all.  Yet  no -definite  sentence  was  passed,  for  the  Council  still  awaited 
the  coming  of  the  Emperor.  Finally  after  his  arrival,  he  arranged  a 
large  room  in  Uu  most  central  house  of  the  palace  buildings^  and 
invited  the  Bishops  to  enter  it  (422).  That  was  seemingly  on  the 
19th  of  June,  thirty  days  after  the  gathering  of  the  Synod  in  the 
house  of  prayer  oi  which  Eusebius  speaks,  on  May  20.  The  19th  of 
June  seems  to  be  sure  for  the  date  of  the  Creed,  for  Hefele  has  adduced 
two  authorities  for  that  view;  they  are: 

(A).  That  date  is  on  the  copy  of  the  Nicene  Creed  which  was 
read  by  Bishop  Eunomius  of  Nicomedia  in  the  second  session  of  the 
Fourth  Ecumenical  Council,  A.  D.  451. 

(B),     It  is  also  in  the  Alexandrian  Chronicle  (  423). 

On  'that  day  the  whole  work  of  the  Synod  on  the  Creed  and 
Easter  ^nd  perhaps  also  that  on  the  Meletians  seems  to  have  been 
done.     I  judge  so  from  the  following: 

(A),  From  the  statement  of  the  Synodal  Epistle  it  is  dear  that 
all  Ae  matters  regarding  Arius  and  his  heresies  and  the  promulgation 
of  the  Creed  were  done  in  the  presence  of  the  Emperor:  and  it  does  not 
appear  that  Constantine  met  them  in  session  except  on  that  day,  June 

(422).    See  Hefele,  I.,  page  274,  for  the  original  authority. 
•(4S3)-    Il»d. 
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I9»  325,  though  he  gave  them  a  banquet  after  the  conclusion  of  the 
Council  of  which  Eusebius  writes  in  Chapter  XV.,  of  Book  III.,  of 
his  Life  of  Constantine.  That  banquet  was  at  the  celebration  of  Con- 
stantine*s  Vicennalia  in  July,  but  the  day  is  not  given.  And  there 
was  quite  an  interval  between  June  19  and  it. 

(B).  Constantine  in  his  Epistle  to  the  Churches  on  the  Council 
of  Nicaea  in  Eusebius*  Life  of  Constantine^  Book  III.,  Chapter  XVII. ^ 
etc.,  and  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in  Book  III.,  Chapter  X.,  and  after^ 
mention  no  more  than  one  session  of  the  Council,  at  which  seem-^ 
ingly  not  only  the  Creed  but  the  Pask  matter  also  was  settled.  Com- 
pare Eusebius'  Life  of  Constantine,  Book  III.,  Chapters  X.  to  XV.,. 
and  Chapter  XVIII. 

Eusebius  in  those  places  tells  how,  dire<5lly  after  the  Emperor's 
speech  in  opening  the  Council  on  June  19,  and  his  exhortation  to  the 
Bishops  to  unity,  the  Emperor  *  *  gave  permission  to  those  who  presided 
in  the  Council  to  deliver  their  opinions.  On  this  some  began  to- 
accuse  their  neighbors,  who  defended  themselves,  and  recriminated  in 
their  turn.  In  this  manner  numberless  assertions  were  put  forth  by 
each  party,  and  a  violent  controversy  arose  at  the  very  commence- 
ment." That  is,  this  Arian  shows  that  the  Orthodox  accused  the 
Arians,  who  retorted. 

''Notwithstanding  this,  the  Emperor  gave  patient  audience  to 
all  alike,  and  received  every  proposition  with  steadfast  attention,  and 
by  occasionally  assisting  the  argument  of  each  party  in  turn,  he 
gradually  disposed  even  the  most  vehement  disputants  to  a  reconcilia- 
tion. At  the  same  time,  by  the  affability  of  his  address  to  all,  and 
his  use  of  the  Greek  lang^ge  (with  which  he  was  not  altogether  un- 
acquainted), he  appeared  in  a  truly  attradlive  and  amiable  light,  per- 
suading some,  convincing  others  by  his  reasonings,  praising  those 
who  spoke  well,  and  urging  all  to  unity  of  sentiment,  until  at  last  he 
succeeded  in  bringing  them  to  one  mind  and  judgment  respedling 
every  disputed  question. 

CHAPTER  xrv. 

Unanimous  Declaration   of  the  Council  Concerning  Faith,  and  the 

Celebration  of  Easter, 

*  *  The  result  was  that  they  were  not  only  united  as  concerning  the 
faith,  but  that  the  time  for  the  celebration  of  the  salutary  feast  of 
Haster  was  agreed  on  by  all.    Those  points  also  which  were  sanctioned 
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by  the  resolution  of  the  whole  body  were  committed  to  writing,  and 
received  the  signature  of  each  several  member:  and  then  the  Emperor, 
believing  that  he  had  thus  obtained  a  second  victory  over  the  adver- 
sary of  the  Church,  proceeded  to  solemnize  a  triiunphal  festival  in 
honour  of  God. 

CHAPTER   XV. 

Constantine  Entertains  the  Bishops  on  the  Occasion  of  his  ViccnncUia. 

**  About  this  time  he  completed  the  twentieth  year  of  his  reign." 

All  this  which  I  have  quoted  from  Bagster's  translation  implies 
that  the  Emperor  acfled  like  a  Reconciler,  though  not  exadlly  like 
our  modem  Presidents,  though  still  an  unbaptized  man.  The  cir- 
cumstances were  peculiar.  The  influence  of  Hosius  seems  to  have 
led  the  Emperor  to  favor  the  Orthodox  faith  and  to  plead  with  the 
Arians  for  it.  In  all  the  accounts  of  the  proceedings  at  Nicaea  in 
Eusebius'  Life  of  Cojistantine,  and  in  the  Histories  of  Socrates  and 
Sozomen,  and  in  Athanasius  there  is  proof  of  his  influence.  There 
is  no  proof  that  the  two  Roman  priests,  Vito  (Vitus)  and  Vincentius, 
^ver  acfled  as  Presidents  of  the  Council.  The  fact  is  the  form  of  man- 
agement of  business  at  Nicaea  and  at  Ephesus  as  we  shall  see  was 
different  from  our  modem  system;  for  they  discussed  the  matter  and 
pra(5tically  settled  the  chief  points  before  the  Council  met,  so  that  at 
Ephesus  and  at  Nicaea  a  single  day  sufiiced  to  settle  the  chief  matters. 
The  Bishops  of  the  chief  sees  had  the  lead  and  seem  to  have  arranged 
the  business.  So  Constantine,  as  Eusebius  writes,  after  his  speech  to 
the  Bishops  and  his  arguments  for  unity  *  *  turned  the  matter  over  to 
the  ForesitterSy ' '  that  is  to  the  Presiding  Prelates,  who  then  managed 
matters:  and  when  they  could  not  convince  the  heretically  inclined 
small  minority,  he  helped  them  by  his  exhortations.  The  lang^iiage  of 
Constantine' s  speech  was  in  Latin,  and  it  had  to  be  translated  to  be 
understood.  It  is  not  likely  that  either  of  the  two  Roman  Presbyters 
would  be  allowed  to  preside  over  Bishops;  nor  is  it  clear  that  they 
knew  Greek  well  enough  to  do  so.  The  Roman  legates  were  em- 
powered to  represent  the  views  and  beliefs  and  interests  of  their 
Bishop;  but  the  management  of  the  business  of  the  Council  of  Nicaea 
and  that  of  Ephesus  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Prelates  of  the  chief  sees, 
one  of  whom  who  understood  Greek  well  taking  the  lead  generally. 

If  Hosius,  as  Hefele  contends,  was  empowered  to  represent  Rome, 
Jthough  he  was  a  Spaniard,  and  not  a  Roman,  and  so  not  of  Rome's 
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jiirisdicSlion,  he  was  only  first  among  his  equals  and  had  only  one 
vote  for  Rome.  But  scholars  are  divided  as  to  whether  he  represented 
Rome  or  not.  We  may  speak  more  on  that  point  elsewhere.  But 
we  shall  see  from  the  Ac5ls  of  the  Councils  that  the  Bishop  of  Rome 
had  no  supremacy  in  them. 

8.    The  AHs  of  the  First  Synod  of  the  ChrisHan    World,  A,  D. 

J2S,  which  was  held  at  Nicaea, 

No  copy  of  the  Acts  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council  has 
reached  us. 

Athanasius  when  consulted  as  to  the  transactions  at  Nicaea,  does 
not  refer  to  any  A<5ls  as  existing,  but  gives  an  account  of  them  him- 
self in  bis  work  on  the  Nicene  Definition,  See  it,  Sedlion  2,  page  4,  of 
the  Oxford  translation  in  S.  Athanasius*  Treatises  Against  Arianism, 

Photius,  patriarch  of  Constantinople  in  the  ninth  centur}-,  makes 
no  mention  in  his  Bibliotheca  of  any  Book  of  the  AHs  of  the  First 
Ecumenical  Council,  except  that  of  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus:  but  of  that 
he  says  in  Se<5lion  XV.  of  his  Bibliotheca  as  follows:  I  translate  the 
whole  sedlion  with  its  title: 

* '  Book  of  the  AHs  of  the  First  Synod: 

'  *  I  have  read  a  Book  of  the  A^s  of  the  First  Synod  in  three  books. 
The  work  bears  the  name  of  Gelasius  in  its  title,  but  it  is  no  more  a 
book  of  the  Adls  than  it  is  a  history.  And  futhermore  it  is  mean 
and  low  as  to  style:  but  he  narrates  in  detail  those  things  which  were 
done  in  the  Synod  (424). 

Gelasius  of  Cyzicus  is  of  very  little  authority.  Scholars  like 
Cave,  Dupin,  Natalis  Alexander,  and  Valesius  assure  us  that  it  con- 
tains spurious  matter  and  is  not  always  correct,  as  to  fa<5ls.  See 
Venables*  article  ''Gelasius  (13)  of  Cyzicus''  in  Smith  and  Wace's 
DiHionary  of  Christian  Biography,  where  their  judgments  on  the 
work  are  mentioned. 

In  the  article  on  **  Theodorus  of  Mopsuestia''  by  Professor  Swete 
in  Smith  and  Wace'sZ^iifFzVwarv  of  Christian  Biography,  Volume  IV., 
page  943,  right  hand  column,  we  read  the  following: 

(424).  Migne*s  Patrologia  Graeca,  tome  103,  column  56 :  Photii  Patriar- 
chae  C.  P.  Bibliotheca,  Co  J.  XV.,  ^WpaKriKuv  ry^  Tlfjurrfg  Ivvd^ov  ♦  *  *  Ei  rf/;}f 
6e  Kal  raireivog  rf/v  ^p&atv,  iT7.fpf  ye  'ketrrofitpttq  Stf^ttoi  to,  kv  ri)  owoAtj,  The  Latin  in 
the  parallel  column  in  Migne  renders  the  last  Greek  sentence  above  as  follows: 
''  Sermo  vilis  et  humilis,  nisi  quod  minima  quaeque  in  Synodo  gesta  narret " 
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**  A  MS.  history  of  the  Nicene  Council  by  Theodore  of  Mopsu- 
estia  is  said  to  be  preserved  in  the  library  of  the  American  Mission 
at  Beirut  (Laurie,  Account  of  Dr.  Grant,  Edinb.  1853)."  Swete 
thinks  ''It  may  possibly  be  a  fragmefit  of  the  catechetical  lectures' ^  of 
Theodore  of  Mopsuestia  of  which  Swete  speaks  in  the  parallel 
coliunn.  Whatever  it  is,  it  might  be  well  for  the  Amerian  Mission- 
aries there  to  describe  it,  and  to  publish  it,  for  the  information  of 
scholars.  If  Theodore  wrote  it,  we  might  naturally  expect  it  to  con- 
tain much  heresy. 

It  may  be  of  some  value,  or  it  may  be  one  of  those  spurious  and 
worthless  documents  of  which  Hefele  speaks  on  Nicaea. 

Balsamon,  who  died  about  A.  D.  1204,  mentions  the  Adls  of  the 
First  Ecumenical  Synod.  For,  referring  to  the  decision  of  the  Coun- 
cil on  Pask  that  is  Easter,  he  remarks  on  Canon  I.  of  Antioch  as 
follows, 

* '  That  is  not  found  among  the  canons  of  the  Fathers  at  Nicaea^ 
but  it  is  found  in  the  Adls  of  the  First  S5aiod'*  (425). 

Canon  I.,  of  Antioch  refers  to  the  decision  of  Nicaea  on  that 
topic.  But  no  man  can,  from  that  language,  feel  sure  that  those 
words  must  mean  that  Balsamon  had  seen  the  Adls  of  Nicaea.  Indeed, 
on  refledlion,  it  seems  to  me  much  more  likely  to  refer  to  the  decision 
on  Pask  in  the  Synodal  Epistle  of  Nicaea,  not  in  its  Minutes.  There  is 
no  proof  that  its  Minutes  existed  in  Balsamon*s  day. 

The  fact  is  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  in  his  Life  of  Constantine^ 
Book  III.,  and  Socrates  in  their  Ecclesiastical  Histories,  and  Athanas- 
ius  in  his  works  on  the  Arian  controversy,  give  us  the  fullest  details 
we  possess  on  it.  The  main  decisions  were  formulated  in  one  day, 
June  19,  325.  I  have  seen  no  details  as  to  the  time  when  the  canons 
were  made,  whether  on  that  day,  or  at  a  later  session.  Perhaps  no 
Minutes  of  Nicaea  were  ever  made:  though  the  Decisions  were  written 
and  were  preserved. 

9.   On  what  topics  Nicaea  decided. 


(425).  Ralle  and  Potle's  livrayfta  tCw  *  *  »  Kavdvuv,  tome  3,  page  124, 
(Athens,  1853).  Balsamon  on  Canon  I.,  of  the  Synod  of  Antioch:  "But  the  holy 
Fathers  of  the  present  Synod,  say  that  the  matters  regarding  that  Feast  [Easter] 
were  decided  by  the  First  Synod.  *Ev  yovv  role  Kav6at  tuv  iv  Nusai^  Uaripuv  Toirro^ 
ovx  evptfTat'  elg  de  to,  irpaicriKd  rjyf  irp^n^  cwddov  eipiaKerai.** 


Nicaea,  A,  D,  323:     The  Cotincit  Itself.  2«9 

— __  ■■__- g^^B^-^^— 

The  great  and  most  vital  decisions  are  those  against  the  denial  of 
ihe  Divinity  of  God  the  Word,  and  against  its  corollaries  of  Creature- 
Worship  and  Polytheism^  yet  like  the  Second  Ecumenical  Synod,  the 
Third,  and  the  Fourth,  it  decided  in  its  Canons  on  other  matters  of 
dodlrine,  discipline  and  rite.  We  shall  see  what  they  are  when  we 
come  to  them. 

10.  Why  should  not  the  gathering  of  the  Apostles  at  ferusalem, 
which  acquitted  Peter ,  as  told  in  AHs  XL,  be  deemed  the  First  Eaimen- 
ical  Synod,  and  that  in  AHs  XV.,  which  vindicated  the  claim  of  Gentile 
Christians  to  be  freed  from  the  Mosaic  Law  be  deemed  the  Second,  in 
which  case  Nicaea  would  be  reckoned  the  Third? 

Answer,  Because,  i.  Ecumenical  means  of  Ihe  inhabited  world: 
and  because  at  neither  of  those  gatherings  was  tlie  inhabited  world 
represented.  The  matter  discussed  at  the  gathering  in  Adls  XI.,  oc- 
cured  at  Caesarea  in  Palestine,  and  so  far  as  appears,  only  Palestinians 
were  present. 

The  gathering  of  the  Apostles  at  Jerusalem,  mentioned  in  Acts 
XV.,  was  not  Ecumenical  either;  for  only  Jerusalem  and  Palestine 
and  Antioch  in  Syria  were  represented,  though  the  faith  had  spread 
through  the  converts  at  Pentecost  to  different  nations,  and  though 
^e  know  that,  before  that,  there  were  disciples  at  Damascus,  one  of 
*whom  baptized  Paul. 
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N1C^A,A.  D.  325:- 


THE   FIRST  ECUMENICAL   COUNCIL 


Introductory  Matter. 


CHAPTER  V. 


DOCUMENTS  BEFORE  THE  COUNCII*,    BUT  BEARING  ON  IT. 

1.  A   Sy nodical  Epistle  of  Alexander^   Bishop  of  Alexandria^ 

and  his  Synod,  to  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Constantinople. 

2.  An  Encydic  Epistle  of  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria^  to  the 

Bishops  of  the  Universal  Church  everywhere. 

The  next  two  doaiments  are  really  not  Forematter,  hut  part  of  the 
documents  of  the  Council  itself, 

3.  An  Oration  of  the  Emperor  Constantine  to  the  Synod  of  Nieaea 

on  Peace. 

4.  An  Oration  of  the  Orthodox  Eustathius,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  in 

the  Nicene  Synod,  which  is  addressed  to  the  Emperor  Con- 
stantine. 

DOCUMENTS  PREFIXED  TO  THE   COUNCII,  OF  NICAEA,  A.  D.  325,. 

IN  MANSl'S  CONCILIA. 

It  is  customary  in  modem  editions  of  the  Councils  to  prefix  to 
the  Adls  proper  such  docimients  as  bear  on  the  Synod  most  appositely 
and  importantly.  I  give  a  list  of  all  in  Mansi*s  Concilia,  that  is 
Councils,  tome  ii.,  page  641  and  after: 

I. 

A  Synodical  Epistle  of  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  and  of 
the  Synod  of  Alexandria^  which  was  held  A.  D.  321,  to  Alexander, 
Bishop  of  Byzantium,  that  is  of  Constantinople.     It  is  in  Theodoret's. 
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Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  IV.  It  is  found  in  an  English 
translation  in  Bohn  and  in  Bagster.  It  is  found  in  the  Tripartite- 
History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  14.  It  is  a  valuable  document  as  show^ 
ing  the  positions  of  the  Alexandrian  and  Egyptian  Orthodox  at  that, 
time,  and  the  tenets  of  the  Arians,  and  the  early  history  of  the 
struggle. 

2. 
An  Encyclic  Epistle  of  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  to  the 
Bishops  of  the  Universal  Church  everywhere,  against  the  Arian  heresy. 
This  is  found  in  Socrates*  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  6, 
and  in  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus*  ColleHion  of  the  things  done  in  the  Council' 
of  Nicaea,  Book  II.,  Chapter  3.  An  English  translation  of  it  is 
found  in  Bohn^s  Ecclesiastical  Library  and  in  Bagster. 

3. 
All  Oratioji  of  the  Emperor  Constantine  to  the  Synod  of  Nicaea 
on  Peace, 

This  is  found  in  Eusebius'  Life  of  the  Emperor  Constantine,  Book 
III.,  Chapter  12.  It  is  found  in  the  translation  of  that  work  which 
is  published  by  Bagster. 

Another  and  longer  form  of  this  Oration  is  found  in  Gelasius  of 
Cyzicus'  Collection  of  the  things  done  in  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  but,  as 
much  that  he  writes  is  romance  and  not  history,  it  can  not  be  relied 
on  as  genuine. 

4- 
An  Oration  of  the  Orthodox  Eustathius,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  in 
the  Niccne  Synod  which  is  addressed  to  the  Emperor  Constantine.  It 
is  really  only  a  short,  but  valuable  address  which  Hardouin  in  his 
Concilia,  tome  i.,  index,  mentions  as  fromBaronius,  Anno  325,  Ntmi. 
LV.     It  is  found  in  Mansi,  in  a  Latin  version  only. 

Venables'  article  on  ''Eustathius  (3),  Bishop  *  *  *  of 
Antioch**  in  Smith  and  Wace's  DiHionary  of  Christian  Biography, 
states  that  **The  Alloaitio  ad  Imperatorem''  [that  is  the  address  of 
Eustathius  to  the  Emperor]  '*  given  by  Labb^  {CoJiciL  II.,  633)  is  cer- 
tainly supposititious.  This  fact  is  asserted  by  Theodoret  (H.  E.,  I., 
7),  but  contradiifted  by  Sozomen  (H.  E.,  I.,  19),  who  assigns  the 
dignity  to  Eusebius.  Eusebius  himself  maintains  a  discreet  silence, 
but  he  evidently  wishes  it  to  be  inferred  that  the  anonymous  occupant 
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of  the  place  of  honor  mentioned  by  him  was  himself  {Euseb,  de  Vit, 
Const,  III.,  ii).  This  is  accepted  by  Valesius  (not.  ad  loc. '*). 
Hardouin  does  not  £^ve  it  in  column  310  or  311,  tome  i.,  of  his 
Councils^  but  mentions  it  only  in  the  Index  at  the  beginning  of  that 
tome,  where  he  speaks  of  it  as  **from  Gregory  of  Caesarea,  thepres- 
l)yter  in  his  Oration  on  the  Holy  Fathers  of  the  Nicene  CotmcU  in  Lipo- 
mannus,  tome  vi.'*  .  Migne  gives  it  in  Greek  in  \i\SiPatrologia  Gracea^ 
tome  18,  column  673  and  after.  Mansi  gives  it  in  ftdl  in  columns 
663,  664,  of  the  second  tome  of  his  Concilia^  but  in  Latin  form  only. 
But  deferring,  for  the  present,  the  question  whether  there  was  more 
than  one  address  to  the  Emperor,  it  will  suffice  to  say  here  that  it 
does  not  seem  probable  that  the  great  Orthodox  majority  of  the  Coun- 
cil would  depute  the  persistent  Arian,  Eusebius,  to  address  the  Emperor 
for  them,  but  would  instigate  one  at  least  of  their  own  number  to 
speak  to  Constantine  in  their  own  behalf.  And  Eustathius  stood 
deser\''edly  high  among  them.  From  the  wording  of  this  address  of 
Eustathius,  I  at  first  thought  that  it  was  delivered  after  the  formal 
conviction  of  Arius  and  his  heresies  in  the  Council,  on  June  19,  and 
that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  spoke  before.  But,  on  reflection,  that 
does  not  seem  a  probable  view.  For  it  should  be  said  that  Eusebius 
does  not  assert  that  he  himself  spoke,  though  Sozomen,  writing  in 
the  century  following,  in  Chapter  XIX. ,  of  Book  I.,  of  his  Ecdestasti'cai 
History^  says  that  it  was  he  who  delivered  the  opening  address  in 
the  Council  to  the  Emperor.  But,  as  Baronius  thinks  (426),  Sozomen 
may  have  misunderstood  Eusebius*  non-mention  of  the  name  of  the 
Bishop  who  made  that  address  to  Constantine,  to  imply  that  it  was 
he  (Eusebius)  himself,  but  that  from  motives  of  modesty  he  omitted 
his  own  name.  But  Baronius  states  that  Sozomen  seems  not  to  have 
well  understood  the  habits  of  Eusebius,  for  he  never  omits  any  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  in  a  way  to  confer  honor  on  himself,  and  passes 
over  in  silence  only  what  proves  his  own  baseness:  **But,"  adds 
Baronius,  * '  it  is  rendered  sufficiently  clear  that  he  himself  [Eusebius], 
from  envy,  kept  silence  as  to  the  name  of  the  Bishop  who  in  that 
most  magnificent  assembly  was  holding  the  first  place  on  the  right 
side,  and  first  of  all  addressed  the  Emperor  in  that  Oration.  But 
that  speaker  was  that  great  Eustathius,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  who  had 
been  preferred  to  Eusebius  himself  for  that  see  (as  has  been  already 

(426).    Baronius'  Annates  Ecdesiastici.  ad  Annum  325,  num.  LIV.,  LV. 
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told  in  detail);  which  Theodoret  was  not  ignorant  of,  for**  [in  Chap- 
ter VII.,  (al.  VI.,)  Book  I.,  of  his Ecdesiastical  Hisiory]  **he  says," 
[I  quote  a  little  more  of  the  chapter  than  Baronius  gives,  and  I  render 
it  from  the  Greek.  Theodoret  is  describing  the  entrance  of  the 
Emperor  Constantine  into  the  Cotmcil  of  Nicaea,  and  writes: 
(Chrystal)]: 

"And  a  little  seat  having  been  placed  in  the  midst  [of  the 
Council]  he  [Constantine]  sat  down  [on  it],  after  he  had  first  asked 
the  bishops  to  permit  that  thing,  and  with  him  sat  down  all  that 
godly  choir  [of  bishops].  And  straightway  first  spoke  the  great 
EustathiuSy  who  had  gotten  the  foreseat  (427)  of  the  church  of  the 
Antiochians.  For  Philogonius,  of  whom  I  have  spoken  before,  had 
passed  over  to  the  better  life,  and  the  high  priests  (428)  and  the 
priests X429)  and  all  the  Christ-loving  people  (430)  had,  by  a  common 
vote,  forced  him  [Eustathius],  though  he  was  tmwiUing,  to  accept 
the  shepherdship,  in  his  [Philogonius*]  place.  He  crowned  the  head 
of  the  Emperor  with  the  flowers  of  praises,  and  rettuned  him  bless- 
ings for  his  zeal  for  divine  things.  And,  he  having  ended,  the  all- 
well-famed  Emperor  spoke  words  to  them  as  to  oneness  of  mind  and 
harmony  of  speech,"  (431)  etc. 

** These  things,"  continues  Baronius,  **  Theodoret  writes  of  the 
Oration  of  Eustathius.  Moreover,  Cassiodore  has  attempted  to  make 
Sozomen  agree  with  Theodoret  by  saying  that  Eusebius  spoke  after 
Eustathius ;  but  Eusebius  himself  testifies  that  only  one  delivered  an 

(427).  Greek,  r^v  irpoeSpiavy  that  is  the  Presidency^  that  is  the  Episcopate, 
The  throne  of  the  Greek  bishop  when  he  is  not  in  the  chancel  is  before  all  the 
people,  at  the  side,  as  I  have  seen  in  the  Anglican  church  and  in  the  Latin. 
Hence  his  title  often  among  the  old  Greeks  was  the  Foresitter,  6  Tip6e6po^.  The 
Foresitters  to  whom  the  Emperor,  after  his  own  speech,  turned  over  the  business 
of  the  Council  were  the  bishops  of  the  great  sees ;  Rome,  present  by  his  legates, 
and  Alexandria,  Antioch,  etc.,  who  were  present  in  person.  Any  other  noted 
bishop,  like  Hosius  of  Cordova  in  Spain  for  instance,  might  be  added  to  them  for 
convenience.  I  have  seen  no  convincing  proof  that  Hosius  was  a  Roman  legate, 
for  the  oldest  authors  mention  only  the  presbyters  Vitus  and  Vincent  as  such. 

(428).    That  is,  the  bishops,  Greek,  apxupclq, 
(429).    Greek,  le^Zc,  that  is,  the  presbyters. 
(430).    That  is,  the  laity. 

(431).  Theodoret's  Church  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  VL,  coL  917,  tome  83 
of  Migne's  Atn^lcigia  Graeca. 
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oration,  and  no  one  after  him  discharged  the  same  function  [of  orator] 
in  the  Synod.  Indeed,  Gregor>%  the  Presbyter  of  Caesarea,  gives  the 
very  short  oration  which  was  delivered  by  Kustathius,  as  follows*' : 
Then  Baronius  gives  a  Latin  translation  of  Eustathius'  oration 
above.  The  place  in  Cassiodore,  to  which  Baronius  refers,  is  Chapter 
v.,  book  II.,  of  his  Tripartite  History  (see  note  46,  col.  1066  of  tome 
20,  of  Migne*s  Patrologia  Gracea).  This  last-named  note  states  from 
Nicetas  that  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia  writes  that  the  honor  of 
making  tliat  address  had  been  ascribed  to  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alex- 
andria ;  but  I  presume  that  statement  was  based  on  the  fact  that  as  prob- 
ably neither  Vitus  nor  Vincent,  the  two  legates  of  Rome,  the  first 
see,  was  able  to  speak  in  Greek,  the  language  of  the  bulk  of  those 
present,  and  so  could  not  so  well  represent  them,  nor  be  understood 
by  them;  and  as,  moreover,  neither  of  them  was  a  bishop,  that  honor 
would  naturally  fall  to  the  see  next  in  rank  at  that  time,  which  was 
Alexandria.  But  the  statement  of  Theodoret  contradidls  that  view 
and  assigns  that  oration  to  Eustathius,  of  Antioch,  the  see  next  in 
rank  after  Alexandria.  And  that  is  not  strange,  for  as  those  two 
bishops  were  in  all  probability  among  the  Foresitters  or  Presidents, 
(toI?  t^?  <ru>6(ioo  Tzpoidfwti)^  to  whom  the  Emperor  handed  over  the 
business  of  the  Council  after  his  own  address,  the  address  to  the 
Emperor  may  have  been  assigned  to  Eustathius,  in  the  division  of 
labors  and  of  duties  among  those  Presidents,  or  he  spoke  first  because 
he  may  have  been  the  best  orator  among  the  Foresitters,  or  because 
as  the  Emperor  in  his  ignorance  of  theology  had,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  controversy,  censured  Alexander  for  maintaining  Orthodoxy ,  and 
as  Alexander  might  be  supposed  to  be  less  poptdar  with  Constantine 
for  that  reason,  and  as  it  was  desirable  to  gain  the  monarch  for 
Orthodoxy,  therefore  Alexander  might  well  have  made  way  for  the 
nonce  for  the  able  champion  from  Antioch. 

The  same  note  (46)  argues  that  the  unnamed  bishop  must  be 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  because  at  the  beginning  of  Book  II.,  of  his 
Li/e  of  Constantine,  he  writes  : 

**And  we,  ourselves,  taking  aside  the  gloriously  triumphant 
Emperor  when  he  was  in  the  midst  of  a  Synod  [or  **a  gathering'*]  of 
God*s  ministers  were  honoring  him  with  Vicennalian  h3rmns." 

But  to  this  I  reply,  that  this  relates  to  the  Emperor's  Vicennalia, 
which  did  not  occur  till  after  the  Synod  of  Nicaea  had  ended,  and 
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that  his  words  evidently  refer  to  the  banquet  given  by  the  Emperor 
to  the  Bishops  to  celebrate  [his]  Vicejinalia.  An  account  of  that 
banquet  is  given  by  Eusebius  in  Chapter  XV.,  Book  III.,  of  his  Life 
of  Consianiine,  Then  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  had  signed,  though 
reludlantly,  as  Athanasius  in  Section  2  on  the  Niccne  Definition  shov^'S^ 
the  Nicene  Creed,  and  might  have  got  an  aside  hearing  from  the 
Emperor.  Even  then,  it  does  not  appear  that  Eusebius  was  deputized 
by  the  Cotmcil  to  represent  them,  nor  did  he  address  the  Emperor 
before  them  all,  but  took  him  aside  not  to  deliver  an  address  to  him, 
but  to  read  hymns  to  him  which  he  had  composed  in  his  honor,  and 
seemingly  to  win  his  favor.  The  memory  of  Eusebius'  persistent 
heresy  was  still  fresh  in  the  minds  of  the  Synod,  and,  if  they  knew 
his  real  sentiments,  they  would  find  that  his  acceptance  of  the 
Homoousion  was  insincere  and  that  he  was  as  much  an  Arian  as  ever, 
as  events  following  showed. 

The  account  given  by  Eusebius  himself  in  Chapter  XI.,  Book 
III.,  of  his  Life  of  Cotistantine ,  agrees  with  the  Oration  of  Eustathius, 
not  with  any  h3rmns  of  Eusebius,  on  Constantine's  Vicennalia. 
Eusebius  in  that  place  describes  it  as  follows  : 

I  give  a  literal  translation  of  the  beginning  of  Chapter  XI.,  Book 
III.,  of  Eusebius*  Life  of  Constantine,  in  Migne*s  Patrologia  GraceUy 
tome  20,  col.  1065.     It  is  as  follows : 

*  *  And  he,  among  the  bishops  who  held  the  first  place  on  the 
right  row,  rose  up  and  began  to  deliver  a  measured  oration  (432),  ad- 
dressing the  Emperor,  and  making  a  hymn  of  thanksgiving  to 
Almighty  God  for  him ;  and  when  he  himself  also  had  sat  down, 
silence  prevailed,  and  all  looked  intently  at  the  Emperor. ' '  Then 
the  Emperor  spoke. 

This  description  tallies  well  with  the  contents  of  Eustathius' 
speech  to  the  Emperor.  It  is  at  the  same  time  an  address  to  the 
Emperor  and  a  hymn  of  thanksgiving  regarding  him,  though  of  course 
it  is  not  in  rhjrme,  because  the  ancients  did  not  use  rhyme. 

(432).  Greek,  fUfurptjfikvov  »  *  *  7,6yov.  I  understand  this  to  mean  that 
the  orator  was  not  to  be  too  lengthy,  but  was  to  limit  himself  within  a  certain 
meastue  of  time.  This  implies  great  care  on  the  part  of  the  presiding  prelates 
and  systematic  arrangement  of  the  proceedings.  It  may  have  been  chanted  as 
a  recitative. 
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Another  argument  against  the  view  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea 
made  the  opening  speech  is  that  in  order  to  do  so,  at  least  as  the  re- 
presentative of  the  Council,  he  must  have  been  deputed  by  the  Council, 
or  possibly  by  the  Emperor  to  that  task:  but  the  Orthodox  S>Tiod  would 
not  depute  an  Arian  heretic  like  Eusebius;  for  he  had  been  notorius  as  a 
champion  of  Arius  from  the  beginning  of  the  controversy:  and  the 
Emperor's  own  conduct  in  the  Council  in  persuading  bishops  to  Sidopt 
the  ofiooufftov^  that  is  the  expression  '*qf  the  same  substance,'^  shows 
that  he  was  not  imder  the  influence  then  of  Eusebius,  but  of  his  old 
Spanish  Friend,  Hosius,  an  Orthodox  leader.  Eusebius  of  Caesarea, 
and  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  were  bitter  enemies  of  Eustathius,  and 
wrought  him  woe  by  intrigue  afterwards,  and  by  deposition  wTongly. 
It  is  no  wonder  then  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in  his  Life  of  Constan- 
title  omits  Eustathius*  name,  the  more  so  as  Eustathius'  Oration 
denounces  his  Arianism.  Eusebius  omits  also  the  names  of  those  who 
faulted  the  Arians  after  the  Emperor's  speech.  I  would  conclude 
then  by  saying  that  Eustathius'  speech  is  undoubtedly  genuine.  Its 
internal  evidence  also  makes  strongly  for  it,  for  it  savors  of  the  strong 
opposition  to  Arian  creature-servace  which  we  find  in  Athanasius  and 
other  Orthodox  leaders  of  that  time.  It  is  so  short  that  I  give  it  all: 
it  is  as  follows: 

* '  We  give  thanks,  O  most  excellent  Emperor,  to  God  who  g^veth 
thee  the  empire  of  the  earth,  who  by  thee  hath  abolished  the  error  of 
images,  and  hath  given  freedom  to  the  well  disposed  minds  of  the 
faithful.  The  steam  [of  the  sacrifices]  of  demons  hath  ceased,  the 
objedls  of  worship  of  the  Greek  Polytheism  have  been  destroyed 
(433),  the  darkness  of  ignorance  has  been  driven  away:  the  whole 
world  is  illuminated  by  the  light  of  the  knowledge  of  God:  the  Father 
is  glorified;  the  Son  is  co-bowed  k)  [with  Him];  the  Holy  Ghost  is 
proclaimed;  the  consubstantial  Trinity,  one  Divinity  in  Three  Per- 
sons and  Hypostases  is  preached.  By  that  Trinity,  O  Emperor,  the 
power  of  thy  piety  is  fortified.  Guard  it  well  and  inviolate  for  us. 
Let  no  heretic  who  has  secretly  stolen  into  the  Church,  take  away 
any  one  thing  from  the  Trinity",  and  so  leave  dishonored  what  will 
then  be  left  of  it  Arius  has  given  his  name  to  the  madness,  and  is 
the  cause  of  this  controversy  (434)  and  this  assembhng.     He,  though 

(433)-     Or,  ** have  lost  their  hold,''  {Kara?.tAvTai), 
(434).     Or  **  this  matter f**  rov  Xdyov, 
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we  know  not  how,  was  enrolled  on  the  list  of  the  presbyters  of  the 
Church  of  the  Alexandrians,  and  unknown  to  us  was  an  alien  to  the 
doctrine  of  the  thrice  blessed  prophets  and  apostles.  For  he  does 
not  dread  to  rob  the  Sole-Bom  Son  and  Word  of  the  Father  of  His 
Consubstantiality  with  the  Father,  and  the  creature-worshipper 

EAGERI.Y  TRIES  TO  CO-NUMBER  THE  CREATOR  WITH  WHAT  HAS  BEEN 

CREATED  (435).  But  mayest  thou  persuade  him,  O  Autocrat,  to 
change  his  mind  and  not  to  strive  against  the  apostolic  dodlrines;  or, 
if  he  persists  in  the  impieties  of  the  wicked  opinions  in  which  he  has 
been  detedled,  mayest  thou  cause  him  to  disappear  utterly  from  the 
fold  of  Christ  and  of  us,  so  that  he  may  not  make  the  souls  of  the 
more  simple  a  prey  to  his  turbid  and  flattering  language*'  (436). 

According  to  the  article,  Eustaihius  of  Antioch  (''Kustathius 
(3)")  in  Smith  and  Wace's  Dictionary  of  Christian  Biography^ 
Theodoret  makes  special  mention  of  a  Sermon  of  Eustathius  on 
Proverbs  VIII.,  22,  extracts  from  which  are  found  in  Theodoret's 
EranisteSy  Dial.  II.,  p.  90,  and  Dial.  III.,  p.  156. 

In  columns  679  to  686,  tome  18  of  Migne's  Patrologia  Gracea^ 
we  find  passages  quoted  by  Theodoret  from  a  sermon  of  our  Eustathius 
on  Proverbs  VIII.,  22,  *  *  The  Lord  made  me  a  beginning  of  His  waySy  * ' 
Khputq  ^ixTitsi  fis  apxTfV  odwv  abruT)^  in  which  he  explains  orthodoxically 
that  text  which  the  Arians  so  much  perverted.  Venables,  in  his 
article  on  Eustathius ,  in  Smith  and  Wace's  Dictionary  of  Christian 
Biography,  remarks : 

'*  Excerpts  from  his  Eight  Books  Against  the  Arians,  gathered 
from  Photius,  Facundus,  Gelasius,  etc.,  are  given  by  Galland  («.  j.), 
Fabricius  {Biblioth-Graec,  IX.,  131,  ff.  ed.,  Harles),  and  Migne  («. 
J.,  p.  61,  ff.)." 

We  see  from  this  how  much  he  wrote  against  Arianism,  and  how 
able  he  was.  He  might  be  deservedly  chosen,  therefore,  to  address 
Constantine  against  it. 

On  the  Arian  side,  as  showing  their  heresies  in  their  own  words, 
may  be  especially  mentioned  the  three  documents  from  the  pen  of 

(435).  Migne*s  Patrologia  Gracea,  tome  18,  col.  673-676  :  Sandli  Eustathii 
episcopi  Antiocheni  Allocutio  ad  Imperatorem  Constantinum  in  Concilio 
Nicatno:  Toy  >ap  fiovoyev^  Tiuv  kqi  A6}ov  tov  IlaTpof  anoarrpetv  rij^  6fAoovai6tijTo^ 
rov  Harpb^  ovk  ivrpfireroi,  koX  ry  icriaei  rbv  Ktmhttv  6  KnaToXdrprf^  awapidfieiv  kmiyercu, 

(436).    Ibid. 
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Anus,  mentioned  in  Chapter  III.  above,  and  the  Epistle  ofEusebius, 
Bishop  of  Nicomedia,  to  Paulinns,  Bishop  of  Tyre,  which  is  in 
Chapter  VI.,  Book  I.,  of  Theodoret*s  Ecclesiastical  History. 

Eustathius,  though  only  the  third  of  the  great  bishops  of  the 
Church,  and  therefore  after  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  was  perhaps 
the  chief  actor.  Even  the  partisan  Romanist,  Hefele,  proves  his  high 
position  in  the  Council.  I  quote  page  38,  volume  i,  Clark's  English 
translation  of  his  History  of  the  Christian  Councils: 

*' Eustathius,  Archbishop  of  Antioch,  *  *  *  according  to 
Theodoret  {Hist,  EccL  /.,  7),  pronounced  the  speech  in  question  [at 
the  opening  of  the  Council]  which  was  addressed  to  the  Emperor.  He 
was  one  of  the  great  patriarchs ;  and  one  of  his  successors,  John, 
Archbishop  of  Antioch,  in  a  letter  to  Proclus,  calls  him  the  ^  first  of  the 
Nicene  Fathers.  *  The  Chronicle  of  Xicephorus  expresses  itself  in  the 
same  way  about  him  (Tillemont,  Mt^moires  pour  servir  it  V  Hist. 
EccL  VI.,  ^72,  Brux.  1732).  He  can  not,  however,  be  considered  as 
the  only  president  of  the  Council  of  Nicaea  ;  for  we  must  regard  the 
expression  of  Eusebius  (437)  which  is  in  the  plural  (roT?  -Kpoilipoi^)  ; 
and  besides  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  Patriarch  of  Alexandria 
ranked  higher  than  the  Patriarch  of  Antioch.  To  which,  thirdly,  it 
must  be  added,  that  the  Nicene  Council  itself,  in  its  letter  to  the 
Church  of  Alexandria  (Cf.  Socrat.  I.,  9),  says:  *  Your  bishop  will 
give  you  f  idler  explanation  of  the  Sy nodical  decrees;  for  he  has  been  a 
Master  (438)  {Kntnoi)  and  participator  (xotvmvdi)  in  all  things  that  have 
been  done'^  (439)- 

* '  These  words  seem  10  give  a  reason  for  the  theory  of  Schrockh 
(Schrockh,  Kirchengeschichie,  Thl.  V.,  s.  335)  and  others,  that  Alex- 

(437).     Eusebius'  Life  of  Coyistantine^  Book  III.,  Chapter  13. 

(438).  Hefele  renders  Klpmc  by  leader,  which  is  not  its  exact  sense,  but  I 
have  preferred  the  common  meaning  ot  the  word,  Master. 

(439).  I  give  a  literal  translation  of  the  above  passage  and  what  is  just  be- 
foie  it.  The  Greek  is  found  in  column  81,  of  tome  67  of  Migne*s  Patro/ogia 
Graeca  :  Socrates'  Ecclesiastical  Histofy,  Book  I.,  Chapter  9  : 

*' These  are  the  chief  matters  and  those  which  pertain  to  Egypt  and  the 
most  holy  Church  of  the  Alexandrians.  And  whatsoever  else  has  been  set  forth 
as  a  canon  or  as  a  dogma,  the  Master  (rvv  Kvpiov)  and  most  honored  Fellow- 
Minister,  our  brother  Alexander,  who  is  present  himself,  will  report  to  you 
more  in  detail  {JiKpi^kartpov)  inasmuch  as  he  was  a  Master  and  a  sharer  of  all 
those  things  which  were  done" — [are  6//  kqI  Kvpio^  kal  Kotvuv6(  ruv  yeyev^fikvuv 
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ander  and  Eustathius  were  both  presidents,  and  that  they  are  intended 
by  Eusebius  (440)  when  he  speaks  of  the  TzposSpot,'*  that  is  t/ie 
Presidents,  (literally.  '' the  Foresitters''^r 

There  may  have  been  more  than  two,  or  three,  including  the  two 
representatives  of  Rome,  Vitus  and  Vincent,  as  representing  one  see, 
and  Hosius  may  have  been  added  as  a  friend  of  the  Emperor ;  for  if 
Hosius  was,  as  one  account  has  it,  an  Egyptian,  or  even  of  EgJHP^an 
descent  only,  he  might  well  know  Greek,  and  as  long  resident  in 
Spain  he  knew  Latin  fluently,  and  hence  was  well  adapted  to  be  an 
intermediary  between  the  Latin-speaking  Emperor  and  the  mainly 
Greek-speaking  Council. 

The  greater  metropolitans  were  prominent  at  Ephesus,  that  is 
the  Place-holders  of  Celestine,  Metropolitan  of  Rome,  Cyril,  Metro- 
politan of  Alexandria,  and  of  all  Egypt,  Libya  and  Pentapolis, 
Memnon,  Metropolitan  of  Ephesus,  and  of  the  Diocese  of  Asia  (441), 
etc.  So  it  was  in  other  Ecumenical  Councils,  the  first  generally 
leading  if  he  understood  Greek  well;  if  not,  the  second  if  he  did. 

I  would  add  that  the  fact  that  we  see  the  greater  Metropolitans 
(called  later  often  Patriarchs^ ^  leading  their  suffragans  in  the  Councils 
is  easily  explained  by  the  fact  that  they  led  and  ruled  them  at  home. 
Yet  every  Suffragan  could  speak  and  vote  in  every  Ecumenical 
Council,  and  had  one  vote  just  as  his  metropolitan  had.  The  letter 
of  Theodosius  II.,  convoking  the  Third  Ecumenical  S>Tiod  orders 
each  Metropolitan  to  select  and  bring  with  him  to  it  such  of  his 
Suffragans  as  were  most  fit. 

Hefele  next  attempts  to  show  that  Hosius  was  President  of  the 
Council.  He  seems  to  have  been  one  of  them  and  a  very  adlive  one, 
for  he  certainly  seems  to  have  inclined  the  Emperor  to  the  Homo- 
ousion.  Hefele  further  tries  to  make  out  that  Hosius  was  a  legate 
of  Rome.  But  Morse,  in  his  article  on  Hosius  in  Smith  and  Wace's 
DiHionary  of  Christian  Biography,  shows  that  that  notion  originated 
with  the  very  inaccurate  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus  in  the  last  half  of  the 
fifth  century  and  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  who  was  present  at  the 
Council  enumerates  only  the  two  Roman  Presbyters,  Vitus  and  Vin- 
cent, as  Roman  legates,  and  that  Sozomen  does  the  same,  and  that 

(440).     Eusebius'  Life  of  Constant ine,  Book  III.,  Chapter  13. 
(441).    Bingham's  Antiq,,  Book  IX.,  Chaper  I.,  Section  6. 
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the  bulk  of  all  the  testimony  is  against  the  notion  that  Hosius  was  a 
legate  of  Rome.  See  Morse's  remarks  on  that  matter  on  pages  i68 
and  169,  of  Volume  III.,  ofSmith  arid  Wac&^sDt^umary  of  Christian 
Biography,  Compare  also  the  three  lists  in  Cowper's  Syriac 
Miscellanies^  pages  8,  25  and  31,  of  the  bishops  at  Nicaea;  the  last 
two  of  which  mention  Hosius  as  from  Spain,  and  Vitus  and  Vincent 
(misspelled  in  list  3)  as  the  representatives  of  Rome.  I4st  i.  agrees 
with  them  except  in  putting  Hosius'  see  in  Italy,  but  he  does  not 
even  then  sign  as  representing  Rome,  but  himself;  whereas  Vitus  and 
Vincent  alone  sign  in  all  three  lists  as  representing  the  Bishop  of 
Rome. 
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Its  Genuine  Utterances. 


CHAPTER   VI. 


CONTENTS. 

1.  The  Synodal  Epistle. 

2.  The  Creed. 

3.  The  Twenty  Canons. 

TTie  Genuine  Remains  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council  are: 

7.  Its  Synodal  Epistle. 

2.  Its  Creed, 

J.  Its  Twenty  Canons. 

The  Doubted,  and  the  Spurious  Matter  ascribed  to  it  will  be 
mentioned  further  on. 

I. 

the  synodal  epistle. 

This  is  extant  in  Greek  in  Socrates*  Ecclesiastical  History^  Book 
I.,  Chapter  IX.,  from  which  we  give  it.  It  is  found  also  in  Theo- 
doret's  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  VIII.,  which  is  some- 
times numbered  9. 

ITS  CONTENTS. 

The  Epistle  treats  mainly  of  four  matters: 

(A.)  Arius  and  his  heresies,  of  which  we  have  spoken  suffi- 
ciently above,  are  condemned.    The  names  of  two  Egyptian  Bishops, 
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Theonas  of  Marmarica  and  Secundus  of  Ptolemais  are  specified,  as 
having  been  condemned  with  Anus  by  the  Synod,  evidently  to  warn 
the  Alexandrians  against  them.  (There  is  a  short  account  of  Secun- 
dus under  *' Secundus  (3)"  in  Smith  and  Wace*s  Dinionary  of 
Christian  Biography). 

(B.)  The  Meletian  Schism  which  had  distralled  part  or  all  of 
Egypt  is  condemned,  and  order  is  given  as  to  how  Meletius  and  his 
partisans  shall  be  received. 

Who  Meletius  was.  He  was  one  of  the  principal  bishops  of 
Egypt  and  was  subject  to  the  Metropolitan  of  Alexandria,  w^ho  had 
the  right  to  ordain  all  the  bishops  of  Egypt,  Libya  and  Pentapolis,  as 
Bingham  shows  (442).  The  Metropolitan  had  supreme  control  over 
all  the  provinces  of  the  whole  Diocese  of  Egypt,  which  according  to 
the  civil  Notitia  were  six  in  number  (443),  and  according  to  another 
were  three,  and  according  to  still  another  were  nine  (444).  On  those 
points  Bingham  gives  the  details  in  his  Antiquities  of  the  Christian 
Church,  Book  IX.,  Chapter  I.,  Se<5lions  i  to  9,  and  Book  IX.,  Chap- 
ter II.,  Se(5lion  6.  In  Book  II.,  Chapter  XVI.,  Sedlions  13  and  23, 
and  in  Chapter  XVII.,  Section  11,  he  gives  the  details  as  to  the 
rights  and  powers  of  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria  over  all  the  bishopis 
of  all  the  provinces  of  Eg>'pt.     They  were  very  great. 

Meletius,  or  Melitius,  as  Hefele  tells  us  (445),  Athanasius  spells 
the  name,  started  a  schism,  as  did  the  Novatians  in  Italy  and  the 
Donatists  in  Africa,  on  the  plea  that  the  church  was  not  severe 
enough  towards  those  who  had  fallen  in  persecution  and  afterwards 
repented  and  came  back  to  the  church,  rebelled  against  his  own  Met- 
ropolitan, Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  usurped  the 'power  of 
ordaining  bishops  which  belonged  to  him  alone,  and  set  up  bishop 
against  bishop  and  presbyter  against  presbyter  and  altar  against  altar. 

The  Council  then  in  that  case  vindicated  the  claim  of  the  Chief 
Metropolitan  of  the  nation  of  Egypt,  Libya  and  Pentapolis  to  rule 
and  to  order  all  his  suffragans,  whether  they  were  at  the  head  of  a 

(442).     Bingham's  Antiq,  Book  II.,  Chapter  XVI.,  Sections  13  and  23.  and 
Chapter  XVII.,  Section  II. 

(443).     Id.,  Book  IX.,  Chapter  I.,  Sections  i  to  9. 
(444).     Id.,  Book  IX.,  Chapter  II.,  Section  6. 

(445).    Hefele*s  History  of  the  Christian  Councils,  Clark's  translation,  VoL 
I.,  pagft  345. 
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province  or  not,  and  condemned  the  sufiragan  Meletius  for  usurping 
those  powers  of  ordination  and  rule  which  belong  to  the  supreme 
National  Metropolitan  alone.  Canons  IV.,  V.,  VI.  and  XV.,  of  the 
Council  have  reference  to  Meletius  and  his  schism.  Whether  Meletius 
was  a  Primate  of  a  province,  or  a  mere  suffragan,  is  not  so  clear.  In 
either  case  he  was  a  usurper. 

THE  LESSON  TO  US. 

The  canons,  in  making  the  highest  Metropolitan  of  a  nation, 
what  we  would  now  call  a  National  Patriarch,  guarded  the  religious 
unity  of  Egypt  and  fortified  it  against  schisms;  for  the  tendency 
would  have  been  for  each  minor  Metropolitan  if  offended  w4th  his 
Patriarch,  to  burst  away  from  him;  and  the  local  feeling  of  his  partic- 
ular province  would  in  many  cases  help  him  to  break  unity,  just  as 
our  state  system  has  a  tendency  to  break  up  our  national  unity,  and 
to  split  us  into  fragments. 

I  have  seen  no  proof  that  the  term  metropolitan  is  applied  to  any 
bishop  under  Alexander,  Metropolitan  of  Alexandria,  and  certainly 
it  could  not  be  used  of  any  of  the  bishops  under  him,  in  the  sense  it 
is  of  him  in  Canon  VI. ,  of  Nicaea.  The  chief  bishop  of  a  province 
under  Carthage  was  called  a  Primate,  that  is  a  First,  but  originally 
not  a  metropolitan,  that  term  seemingly  at  first  being  limited  to  the 
bishop  of  the  chief  see  of  the  nation,  that  is  of  its  capital,  or  Metro- 
polis. For  originally  at  the  first  planting  of  the  Gospel  the  Metro- 
politan of  Rome  was  the  only  chief  bishop  in  his  country  of  Italy; 
so  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria  was  the  only  chief  bishop  in  Eg)'pt;  so 
the  Bishop  of  Antioch  was  the  only  chief  bishop  in  Syria;  so  the 
Bishop  of  Carthage  was  the  only  chief  bishop  in  Latin  Africa,  etc. 
But  in  time  lesser  primates  became  necessar}*^  as  numbers  and  Church 
business  increased,  and  so  the  term  Archbishop  is  found  in  Epiphanius 
on  the  Heresy  of  the  Ariomaniacs  of  Meletius,  the  head  possibly  of 
such  a  province,  under  Alexandria,  and  the  term  pritnate,  or  senex 
of  the  head  of  such  a  province,  under  Carthage  in  Africa:  and  as  time 
wore  on  such  minor  metropolitans  began  to  be  called  Metropolitans, 
after  the  old  greater  Metropolitans  began  to  be  called  Patriarchs, 
though  the  term  Patriarch  itself  does  not  occur  in  the  Ecumenical 
Canons,  and  though  some  scholars  regard  it  therefore  as  a  merely 
complimentary  name.  Yet  for  convenience  sake  it  seems  best  to  re- 
tain it,  and  to  apply  it  and  Exarch  to  the  head  of  every  national 
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church.  The  latter  term  is  used  in  the  sense  of  Patriarch  in  Canon 
IX.  of  Chalcedou,  as  Hammond,  on  it  says.  He  is  the  head  Bishop 
of  the  Diocese,  and  presides  in  the  Council  of  the  Diocese  of  Canons 
II.  and  VI.,  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Cotmcil.  Jerome,  and  others 
as  Bingham  shows  (in  his  Antiquities^  Book  II.,  Chapter  XVII., 
Se<5lions  7,  8  and  9,  etc.),  held,  in  effect,  that  Canon  VI.  of  Nicaea 
guarantees  the  power  of  the  Patriarch  of  Alexandria  over  the  Metro- 
politans, as  we  now  term  them,  under  him. 

The  Metropolitan,  or  as  we  now  say,  the  Patriarch  of  Carthage, 
held  a  to  some  extent  similar  power  over  the  Primates  of  all  the  prov- 
inces of  Latin  Africa;  and  preserv^ed  their  ecclesiastical  and  national 
unity.  For  he  defended  their  ecclesiastical  weal  against  schisms  at 
home,  and  against  the  attempt  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome  abroad  to 
secure  Appellate  Jurisdiction  there,  and  so  to  subjugate  Latin  Africa's 
Church,  as  the  secular  power  of  Rome  had  subjugated  the  secular 
dominion  of  Carthage.  We  shall  see  this  on  Canons  of  Nicaea 
further  on.  Carthage,  in  other  words,  was  the  head  of  the  National 
North  African  Church.  So  the  Metropolitan  of  Antioch,  the 
Patriarch  of  it,  as  we  would  now  say,  was  the  head  of  the  National 
Church  of  all  Syria,  and  controlled  its  other  Metropolitans.  So  the 
Bishop  of  Rome  was  the  head  of  the  National  ItaUan  Church  of  the 
seven  provinces  of  South  Italy,  and  of  the  three  Italian  islands,  Sicily, 
Sardinia  and  Corsica,  and  was  over  the  other  Metropolitans  there. 
The  powers  of  every  such  National  Patriarch  are  confirmed  in  Canon 
VI.  of  Nicaea,  and  Canon  VI.  of  i  Constantinople.  As  Bingham 
shows  in  his  Afttiquities,  Book  II.,  Chapters  XVI  and  XVII.,  they 
were  great,  though  not  always  the  same.  Such  power  is  necessary  in 
every  National  Church.  Hence  the  Bishop  of  London  at  the  next 
vacancy  of  the  see  of  Canterbury  should  be  Patriarch  of  all  England, 
and  head  of  the  Diocesan  Synod  of  all  England,  and  have  such 
power  over  the  Archbishops  of  York  and  Canterbury,  and  over  all 
other  metropolitical  sees  of  England,  if  any  others  are  created,  and 
over  the  whole  English  National  Church  as  the  Patriarch  of  Alexan- 
dria had  over  his  MetropoHtans  and  the  National  Church  of  Egypt, 
the  Patriarch  of  Antioch  over  the  Metropolitans  and  National  Church 
of  all  Syria,  the  Patriarch  of  Rome  over  his  national  South  Italian 
Church,  or  over  the  whole  Italian  Church,  if  it  be  deemed  best,  etc. 

And  so  the  Bishop  of  New  York  or  of  Washington  should  be 
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Patriarch  of  all  the  National  American  Church,  and  should  ordain 
and  control  all  its  other  metropolitans,  and  to  preserve  the  national 
religious  unity,  there  should  be  but  one  Diocese  in  all  the  United 
States  and  to  its  Diocesan  Council  should  there  be  the  right  of  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  every  provincial  council  in  our  land,  the  Bishop 
of  New  York  or  Washington  being  ex-offido  its  President.  This 
would  be  in  accordance  with  Canon  VI.  of  Nicaea  and  Canons  II. 
and  VI.  of  i  Constantinople.  That  Diocesan  Council,  as  well  as 
each  provincial  Council,  must  consist  of  Bishops  alone,  according  to 
those  laws  of  the  Universal  Church. 

Such  pradlically  Patriarchal  power  has  existed  from  the  begin- 
ning, as  I  show  elsewhere,  as  we  see  in  the  rule  of  the  Apostle  Paul 
over  those  who  were  pradlically  his  suflRragans,  Timothy  and  Titus. 
Ajid  gradually  the  people  of  each  nation  grouped  themselves  naturally, 
as  a  matter  of  convenience,  about  the  Bishop  of  their  chief  city,  whose 
language  and  race  was  theirs,  and  whose  interests  were  theirs  in 
church  and  state.  That  system  is  approved  in  those  canons.  Rome* 
in  the  middle  ages  and  since  has  pradlically  opposed  it,  and  adling  in 
accordance  with  the  maxim,  *  *  Divide  et  impera, '  *  *  *  Divide  and  rule,  *  * 
has  set  up  the  power  of  minor  Metropolitans  against  their  chief  national 
Metropolitans,  that  is  against  their  own  should-be  Partriarchs,  and  by 
working  craftily  on  their  jealousies  and  ambitions  has  set  them  at 
variance,  drawn  appeals  from  their  own  should-be  Patriarch  to  Rome, 
and  has  tyrannized  over  them,  and  forced  the  Latin  language  on 
them  in  service  and  corrupted  their  faith.  But  no  appeals  are  allowed 
according  to  the  canons  from  the  Diocesan,  that  is  the  National  Synod, 
except,  I,  to  the  whole  sound  Episcopate  of  the  Christian  world  distri- 
buted, that  is,  at  their  homes;  and,  2,  to  the  same  Episcopate  in  Eai- 
tnenical  Council  assembled.  Hence  those  appeals,  when  the  uni- 
versal episcopate  becomes  sound  again,  should  be  allowed 
from  the  Patriarch  of  I^ondon,  and  the  Diocesan  Synod  of  all  England; 
and  in  the  United  States  from  the  Patriarch  of  New  York  or  Wash- 
ington, and  the  Diocesan  Council  of  the  whole  United  States.  So 
shall  we  preserve  our  language  and  keep  our  people  free  from  Roman 
idolatry.  The  secular  power  which  has  so  often  in  every  Western 
land  helped  Rome  against  their  own  chief  national  Prelate  should 
help  him  in  every  way,  and  forbid  Rome  to  usurp  his  canonical 
power.  Otherwise  we  shall  become  not  brethren  to  foreign  bishops, 
but  their  helots  and  slaves,  lose  our  language  in  the  service,  and  be- 
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come  creature-servers,  to  our  endless  loss.  Canon  IX.  of  the  Fourth 
Ecumenical  Synod  is  peculiar  in  allowing  an  appeal  from  all  the 
Patriarchs  of  the  National  Church  of  the  Eastern  Empire  to  its  chief 
National  Patriarch  at  Constantinope.  This,  however,  is  only  an 
instance  of  an  appeal  to  the  head  of  a  National  Church. 

(C).      The  Decision  on  the  Paschal  Festival  is  next  mentioned. 

This,  though  originally  only  a  slight  difference  in  rite  between 
certain  churches  of  Asia  and  the  rest  of  the  Christian  world,  had  be- 
come grave  in  its  consequences:  for  some,  as  Eusebius  states  (446), 
were  celebrating  the  Easter  Festival  in  joy  while  others  were  still 
fasting,  and  much  inconvenience  resulted.  Besides  the  stiff  Quarto- 
decimans,  in  their  zeal  for  the  observance  of  the  Paschal  Festival,, 
were,  as  Epiphanius  on  that  error  shows  (447),  prone  to  Judaize  by 
asserting  that  it  was  commanded  in  the  Law  of  Moses ;  which  argu- 
ment was  folly,  for  the  Law  of  Moses  had  never  been  given  to  the 
Gentile  World,  and,  as  Epiphanius  in  effect  argues,  the  law  is  done 
away.  Hence  one  might  as  well  quote  to  a  Christian  the  abolished 
law  of  Moses  for  circumcision,  and  for  other  peculiar  Jewish  obser- 
vances, as  for  the  fourteenth  day  of  Nisan.  Epiphanius  tells  us  that 
the  Quartodecimans  held  to  the  common  articles  of  Christian  faith, 
but  were  peculiar  as  to  the  day  of  the  Paschal  feast  (448).  We  find 
the  following  summary  oa  them  in  his  Panarion:  **The  Fourteenth- 
dayites  are  those  who  keep  the  Pask  on  the  same  day  every  year, 
that  is  on  whatsoever  sort  of  a  day  the  fourteenth  day  of  the  moon  may^ 
fall,  whether  it  be  on  Saturday  or  on  the  Lord's  day;  and  they  fast 
and  at  the  same  time  keep  vigil  on  it"  (449). 

Eusebius,  Bishop  of  Caesarea,  in  his  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book 
v.,  Chapters  XXIII.,  XXIV.  and  XXV.,  shows  how  much  contro- 
versy there  was,  even  in  the  second  century,  on  that  matter,  how 
Polycarp,  Bishop  of  Smyrna,  went  to  Rome  to  see  Anicetus,  Bishop  of 
that  see,  and  tried  to  persuade  him  to  obsene  his  pradlice  which  he 
derived  from  St.  John,  and  how  Anicetus  tried  to  persuade  him  to- 
follow  the  Lord's  Day  Pask,  old  in  Rome,  how  neither  succeeded, 

(446).    Eusebius'  Life  of  Constantine,  Book  III.,  Chapter  V. 

(447).     Epiphanius*  Panarion,  Heresy  5a 

(448).     Ibid. 

(449).    The  Synopsis  of  the  Quartodeciman  Heresy,  just  before  the  Book  itk 
which  it  stands  (page  420,  vol  i.,  of  Dindorf  s  Epiphanius). 
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how  Anicetus  yielded  to  Polycarp  the  oflSce  of  consecrating  the 
Eucharist,  how  they  communed  with  each  oth«r  and  separated  in 
peace.  Anicetus  was  Bishop  of  Rome  about  A.  D.  157- 161.  On 
other  matters  they  disputed  and  were  reconciled,  but  on  Pask,  St. 
Polycarp  stood  firm.  Afterwards  Vidlor,  Bishop  of  Rome,  A.  D.  185- 
i97»  put  the  Quartodeciman  brethren  out  of  his  own  communion 
and  tried  to  get  others  to  do  the  same,  but  failed;  for  Eusebius,  as 
above,  shows  that  bishops  who  were  not  Fourteenthdayites,  like 
Irenaeus,  and  others  ^'pressed  upon  Vifior  with  mtuh  severity^ ^  and 
rebuked  him  for  his  rashness,  and  counselled  moderation  and  unity 
and  forbearance.  The  Quartodeciman  brethren  accordingly  were  in 
communion  with  the  Church  till  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  when  they 
came  around  to  the  common  view,  as  Eusebius  shows  (450).  The 
facts  incontestibly  prove  that  while  the  Bishop  of  Rome  was  regarded 
with  respect,  he  had  no  power  to  cut  oflF  any  church  out  of  his  own 
jurisdidlion  in  Italy,  nor  any  power  of  himself  alone  to  settle  any 
religious  controversy;  but  that  an  Ecumenical  Synod  had;  for  the  few 
who  did  not  submit  to  Nicaea  were  deemed  heretics  in  that  they  re- 
fused  to  hear  the  Church  (4504).  Those  chapters  of  Eusebius* -fiVr/f^zia^//- 
cat  History  are  well  translated  by  Dr.  Cruse,  and  published  by  Bohn,  and 
well  repay  persusal.  Besides,  the  following  authors  have  gleaned  the 
ancient  authorities  on  the  early  disputes  as  to  the  proper  time  of  ob- 
serving the  Paschal  Festival; 

1.  Bingham  in  his  Antiquities  0/  the  Christian  Churchy  Book  XX. » 
Chapter  V.,  page  10.  That  chapter  is  well  epitomized  in  the  begin- 
ning of  Volume  VII.,   of  the  Oxford  ten-volume  edition  of  A.  D. 

1855. 

2.  Hensley*s  article  ''Easter,''  in  Smith  and  Cheetham*s  Die* 

tionary  of  Christian  Antiquities. 

3.  Hefele's  History  of  the  Church  Councils,  Volume  I.,  Clark's 
translation,  /^flSfJC",  under  *' Easter.'*  He  is,  however,  partisan,  and 
sometimes  very  inexact,  where  Rome  is  mentioned. 

(450).     Eusebius*  Life  of  Constantine,  Book  III.,  Chapter  XIV. 

i45o>54).  No  one  Apostle,  even  though,  like  Peter,  he  be  ''first  amofig  his 
equals,'^  can  usurp  the  powers  of  rule,  and  of  defining  on  do<5lrine.  discipline  and 
rite,  which  Christ  gave  to  the  whole  body  of  the  Apostles.  Paul,  an  Apostle, 
"withstood"  Peter,  an  Apostle,  **/^  his  face  because  he  was  to  be  blamed,*^ 
Galations  II.,  11.  Paul  and  Barnabas,  Apostles,  differed  on  a  small  matter,  like 
Pask,  and  did  not  excommunicate  each  other,  A6b  XV.,  29. 
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AUTHORITY  GIVEX  BY  THE  SYNOD  TO  THE   BISHOP  OF  AXEXAXDRIA 
TO     DETERMINE    THE     PASK     ZJOISCD'S     DAY. — DIFFERENCES 
AFTERWARDS  AMONG  THOSE  WHO  HELD  TO  NICAEA ,  AS  TO 
WHAT  lord's  DAY  SHOULD  BE  KEPT  AS  EASTER.- 
FINAL  AGREEMENT  OF  ALL,    AND  DISAPPEAR- 
ANCE OF  FOURTEENTH  DAY  SECTS. — FOLLY 
OF  SOME  MODERN  DIFFERENCES 
AS  TO  EASTER. 

The  First  Ecumenical  Council  deputed  the  work  of  computing 
Easter  to  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  because,  according  to  the  ex- 
planation of  Pope  Leo  I.,  Alexandria  excelled  in  learning  for  that 
purpose.  This  is  clear  from  Pope  Leo  the  First's  Epistle  CXXI.,  in 
Migne's  edition,  which  is  addressed  to  the  Emperor  Marcian.  Leo  L 
states  that  there  had  been  error  and  consequent  differences  as  to  what 
day  should  be  obser\'ed  as  Pask,  and  then  refers  to  the  Decision  of 
the  First  Ecumenical  Council  on  it,  as  follows: 

*  *  Therefore  the  holy  Fathers  sttcdied  to  remove  the  occasion  of  thai 
error,  by  delegating  all  that  care  to  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria^  (foras- 
much as  from  old  time  skill  in  that  sort  of  computing  seemed  to  have 
been  handed  doiv7i  among  the  Egyptians):  in  order  that  through  him^ 
[the  Bishop  of  Alexandria],  the  day  of  the  aforesaid  Festival  should 
every  year  be  made  kno2V7i  to  the  Apostolic  See^  and  that  by  his  Utters 
the  general  notice  [of  the  correct  daj']  might  run  through  to  the  more 
remote  ch urches ' '  (45 1 ) . 

Then  he  refers  to  a  difference  between  his  own  reckoning  of 
Easter,  as  to  when  it  would  fall  in  the  seventy-sixth  year  of  Theo- 
philus,  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria's,  computation  of  one  hundred 
Pasks,  beginning  with  that  for  A.  D.  380,  and  prays  the  Emperor  to 
deign  to  pay  attention  to  that  matter,  and  to  induce  ''  tlie  Egyptians^ 
or  whosoever  else  may  have  certain  knowledge  of  that  sort  of  reckonings 

(451).  Migne's /l7/;v/c?^/a  Zff//»ff,  tome  54,  col.  1056  Leon.  Magn.  Epist. 
CXXI.,  {Ad  Marciannin  Augustuni\  de  Paschaie,  cap.  i,  Studueruut  itaque 
saucti  Patres  occasionem  hujus  erroris  auferre,  ouiueni  hauc  curam  Alexandrine 
episcopo  dclegantes  (quoniam  apud  .£g>'ptios  hujus  supputationis  antiquitus 
tradita  esse  videbatur  peritia)  per  quern,  quotannis  dies  praedidlae  solemnitatis 
Sedi  Apostolicae  indicaretur,  cujus  scriptis  ad  louginquiores  Ecdesias  indicium 
generale  percurreret 
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to  solve  his  doubts''  on  the  matter  (452).     Leo  I.  has  reference  to  the 
Easter  of  A.  D.  455. 

I  find  that  there  is  an  alleged  Paschal  Prologue  of  St.  C)rril  of 
Alexandria,  which  states  on  the  year  437,  as  follows : 

**  By  the  agreement  of  a  Synod  of  the  Saints  of  the  whole  world, 
it  has  been  decreed  that  inasmuch  as  it  has  been  found  that  the 
Church  of  Alexandria  has  been  famous  for  science,  as  to  when  on  the 
Calends,  or  Ides,  or  moon,  the  Pask  ought  to  be  celebrated,  it  should 
every  year  intimate  it  in  a  letter  to  the  Roman  Church,  whence  by 
Apostolic  authority,  the  Universal  Church  throughout  the  whole 
world  should  learn  without  any  doubt,  the  exact  day  of  the  Pask" 
(453). 

This  is  so  much  stronger  in  favor  of  Rome,  than  Leo's  language 
above,  that  I  have  been  led  to  doubt  its  genuineness,  the  more  par- 
ticularly as  it  is  found,  according  to  Hefele,  in  Latin  only  (454). 
From  Leo's  langtiage  above,  we  should  infer  that  the  Bishop  of  Alex- 
andria was  to  tell  the  exact  day  of  Easter  to  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  in 
order  that  he  might  transmit  it  by  letter  *  *  to  the  more  remote  churches, '  * 
that  is,  evidently,  of  the  West,  such  as  Gaul,  Spain,  Britain,  etc., 
which  did  not,  however,  imply  any  jurisdidlion  over  them;  whereas 
the  alleged  Paschal  Prologue  of  Cyril  of  Alexandria  might  be  taken 
to  mean  that  the  Bishop  of  Rome  was  to  announce  it  to  the  whole 
world.  But  I  am  not  aware  that  Rome  at  any  time  announced  the 
time  of  Easter  to  any  Oriental  Bishop,  whereas  in  the  matter  on  the 
struggle  between  Carthage  and  Rome,  translated  farther  on  in  this 
work,  we  find  the  same  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  announcing,  before 
that,  the  day  of  Pask  to  the  North  African  Latin  Church.  But  we  do 
find  that  not  every  year,  but  on  some  one  or  more  years,  the  Bishop 
of  Rome  had  announced  the  date  of  the  Pask  to  the  farther  West 
Churches,  as  had  been  their  wish  at  the  Council  of  Aries,  A.  D.  314 
(455);  hence  to  Britian  also,   for  on  Augustine's  going  there  to  con- 

(452).    Id. 

'453)»     Id.,  col.  1055,  quoted  iu  note  *'g**  there. 

(454).    Hefele'8  History  of  the  Christian  Councils,  VoL  L,  page  326,  note  3. 

(455).  In  Migne*s  Peltier's  Dictionncire  des  Conciles,  under  "Aries  ♦ 
*  *  tan  314,^*  we  find  the  statement  in  column  190  that  the  bishop  of  Rome 
announced  the  day  of  Easter  to  the  Westerns,  and  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria  to 
the.  Easterns.    The  remark  is  made  by  a  Romanist 
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vert  the  Saxons  and  on  his  trying  to  induce  the  British  Christians  to 
accept  the  new  Roman  computation  of  Easter,  they  refused,  and 
adhered  to  an  older  Roman  computation  which  had  reached  them 
before,  either  dire<flly  from  Rome,  or  indiredlly  tlirough  Gaul,  or 
elsewhere.  That  of  course  shows  that  the  Britons  had  not  got  the 
time  from  Rome  every  year,  or  they  would  have  known  the  new  rule. 
It  shows,  moreover,  that  they  did  not  deem  themselves  bound  to 
accept  a  date  for  the  Festival  just  because  it  came  from  Rome,  though 
Nicaea  seems  to  have  intended,  if  Leo  be  correct,  that  the  Alexan- 
drian time  should  be  passed  on  by  the  Bishop  of  Rome  to  the  remoter 
churches  of  the  West.  But  as  Rome,  by  receiving  it  from  Alexan- 
dria, did  not  admit  any  jurisdidlion  of  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria  at 
Rome;  and  as  Carthage  by  receiving  it  from  Alexandria,  did  not 
admit  any  jurisdiction  of  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria  in  North  Africa; 
so  neither  did  Britain,  by  receiving  it  from  Rome,  admit  any  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Bishop  of  Rome  in  Britain.  The  giving  out  the  exact 
time  from  Alexandria  to  the  East  and  to  Latin  Africa,  and  from 
Rome  to  the  ''more  remote  churches''  of  the  West,  was  merely  a 
brotherly  act  on  the  part  of  those  two  chief  bishops  to  ensure  uniform- 
ity as  to  the  day  of  its  obser\'ance,  and,  so  far  as  the  computation  of 
it  by  Alexandria  is  concerned,  it  rested  on  the  authorization  and  ap- 
pointment, and  order  of  the  Supreme  Tribunal  of  the  whole  Church, 
its  Court  of  Final  Appeal,  an  Ecumenical  Council,  that  is  that  of 
Nicaea,  not  on  the  Bishop  of  Rome  nor  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  nor 
on  any  other  one  Bishop. 

Hefele  shows,  further  on,  that  after  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  while 
Alexandria  and  Rome  both  agreed  in  keeping  the  Pask  on  the  Lord's 
Day,  there  remained  a  differing  way  of  reckoning  it,  so  that  some 
years  one  kept  it  on  one  Lord's  Day,  and  the  other  on  another;  and  that 
the  Emperor  Theodosius  the  Great,  asked  Theophilus,  Bishop  of 
Alexandria,  for  an  explanation  of  the  fact  that  in  the  year  387,  the 
Romans  kept  Easter  on  March  21,  whereas  the  Alexandrians  did  not 
keep  theirs  till  five  w^eeks  later,  that  is  not  till  April  25.  Theophilus 
explained  to  him  the  principles  of  the  Alexandrian  computation. 
Ambrose,  Bishop  of  Milan  sided  with  the  Alexandrian  computation 
(456).  That  makes  against  the  story  of  the  alleged  Prologue  of 
Cyril,  that  Rome  announced  Pask  to  all  the  world  after  receiving  it 

(456).     Hefele  I.,  329. 
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from  Alexandria.  Hefele  goes  on  to  state  that  *' Cyril"  of  Alexan- 
dria **  showed  in  a  letter  to  the  Pope,  what  was  defedlive  in  the  Latin 
Calculation;  and  this  demonstration  was  taken  up  again,  some  time 
after,  by  order  of  the  Emperor,  by  Paschasinus,  Bishop  of  Lily- 
baeum  and  Proterius  of  Alexandria,  in  a  letter  written  by  them  to 
Pope  Leo  I.  In  consequence  of  these  communications,  Pope  Leo  often 
gave  the  preference  to  the  Alexandrian  computation,  instead  of  that 
of  the  Church  of  Rome'*  (457).  Finally,  after  diflFerent  attempts 
to  make  the  Roman  and  the  Alexandrian  reckonings  of  Easter  agree, 
it  was  accomplished  by  Dionysius  the  Little,  a  monk  of  Rome,  in 
the  sixth  century,  and  in  the  reign  of  Charlemagne,  that  is  Charles 
the  Great,  who  died  A.  D.  814,  his  Calculations  were  accepted  by  all 
the  West,  and  so  harmony  on  the  date  of  Easter  was  assured,  after 
long  and  vexations  differences.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  we  have 
lost  the  exact  form  of  the  edict  of  Nicaea,  which  made  the  Bishop  of 
Alexandria  the  Computer  of  the  time  of  Pask  for  the  Universal 
Church.     The  fact,  however,  that  it  did  so  is  incontestibly  proven. 

Valuable  references  as  to  the  disputes  among  those  who  were 
not  Quartodedmans,  but  adhered  to  Nicaea,  but  nevertheless  had 
different  ways  of  computing  Pask  Lord's  Day,  are  as  follows: 

(A.)  Hefele,  on  pages  298-341,  of  Volume  I.  of  his  History  rf 
the  Christian  Councils,  treats  learnedly  of  the  Decision  of  Nicaea  on 
Easter,  and  of  the  differences  before  and  since  on  that  point. 

(B.)  Much  of  the  Originals  to  which  he  refers  may  be  found  in 
tome  54  of  Migne's  Patrologia  Latina,  Index  tmder  ''Paschalis  dies,** 

(C.)  The  authorities  as  to  the  difference  between  the  British 
Churches  and  Augustine,  the  Roman  missionary  to  the  Saxons,  at 
the  end  of  the  sixth  centur>',  and  in  the  seventh,  as  to  the  particular 
Lord's  Day  on  which  the  Paschal  Festival  should  fall,  are  given  in 
Smith's  Gieseler's  Church  History,  Volume  I.,  page  530,  note  4. 
Compare  also  page  531,  note  8.  Gieseler  there  shows  that  the 
Britons  were  not  Quartodedmans,  as  has  sometimes  been  ignorantly 
supposed,  but  always  kept  Easter  on  a  Lord's  Day,  but  followed  an 
old  and  antiquated  and  erroneous  table  to  compute  it. 

We  see  then,  (to  sum  up),  that  the  first  Ecumenical  Council 
decided  i,  that  the  Pask  must  always  fall  on  a  Lord's  Day,  the  joyful 
Festival  on  the  joyful  day;  and  2,   that  it  must  not  be  celebrated 

(457).    Ibid. 
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on  the  same  day  as  the  Jewish  Passover,  hence  not  on  the  Fourteenth 
day  of  Xisan.  These  points  are  gleaned  from  the  Synodal  Letter  of 
the  Council  and  from  the  Emperor  Constantine*s  Letter  on  the  sub- 
ject (458J. 

That  became  the  universal  custom.  A  few  in  Asia  would  not 
howe\'er  receive  it,  but  §plit  off  from  the  church  and  were  called 
Quartodecimans,  that  is  FourUtnthdayiUs.  A  few  small  sedls  also 
opposed  the  Council* s  Decision.  The  Ebionites  had  been  Quarto- 
decimans  because  they  belie\'ed  in  the  perpetual  obligation  of  the 
Mosaic  Law. 

Disappearance  of  the  seels  which  opposed  the  Nicene  Decision  on  Easter, 
Folly  of  the  differejice  between  the   Greeks  and  Latins  on  it  in 
^,      our  day. 

The  Novatian  sect  rose  in  the  Roman  or  Italian  Church  in  the 
third  centur>';  and  at  first,  as  Sozomen  tells  us,  kept  the  Paschal 
Festival  at  the  time  the  Roman  Church  did  (459),  which  custom  they 
and  the  Romans  seem  to  have  claimed  to  be  from  the  Apostles  Peter 
and  Paul.  Afterwards,  about  A.  D.  375,  some  of  them  in  the  East, 
tmder  the  lead  of  Sabbatius  and  others,  began  to  keep  it  on  the  same 
day  as  the  Jews  (460).  That  appears  to  have  been  one  thing  that 
led  him  to  split  off  from  them.  The  Montanists,  in  the  fourth  cen- 
tur>'  at  least,  followed  in  the  main,  the  Jewish  against  the  Christian 
Paschal  custom  (461).  Yet  Sozomen  shows  that  the  Quartodecimans 
differed  both  from  the  Fourtenth  Day  wing  of  the  Novatians  and 
from  the  Montanists,  in  that  they  always  kept  their  Pask  on  the  Four- 
teenth Day,  whereas  those  Novatians  and  the  Montanists  in  certain 
cases  did  not;  through  when  they  did  not,  they  still  varied  as  to  the 
time  of  its  observance  from  each  other.  However,  all  the  Fourteeth 
Day  se<5ls  soon  died  out,  and  the  Nicene  usage  became  universal.  In 
later  times,  after  the  separation  of  East  and  West,  and  the  adoption 
of  the  Gregorian  Calendar,  as  the  Easterns  still  continued,  unwisely, 
to  refuse  to  do  a  little  mathematical  work  and  to  correct  their  Old 

(458).     See  the  Synodal  Letter  aTx>ve,  and  the  quotation  from  the  Emperor's 
Letter  in  Ilefele  I.,  pages  322-324. 

(459).     Sozomeit's  Ecch  Hist,  Book  VI.,  Chapter  24,  page  279  of  Bohn's 
I^nglish  translation. 

(460).     Sozomietn's  EccLHist.^  ibid,  and  Iwok  VII.,  Chapter  18. 

(461).     Ibid. 


Nicaa,  A,  D.  325:    Its  Genuine  Utterances.  293 

Style,  aind  as  the  Westerns  did,  the  Latins  first,  and  the  Protestants 
afterwards,  a  diflFerence  of  twelve  days  was  made  in  their  time  and  a 
difference  also  as  to  the  day  of  keeping  Pask.  This  useless  and  silly 
difference  should  be  done  away  and  all  should  stridlly  follow  the  Nicene 
rule.  If  there  be  differences  as  to  the  exact  Lord's  Day  when  it  should 
be  kept,  that  is  a  mathematical  question,  and  fairness  and  good  feeling 
should  settle  it  in  a  few  hours.  Otherwise  we  can  not  expect  a  universal 
observance  of  the  same  Paschal  day  till  the  Seventh  Ecumenical  Synod 
meets.  The  absurdity  of  adhering  to  a  style  which  all  parties,  East 
and  West,  admit  to  be  twelve  days  behind  the  right  time,  and  the 
folly  of  failing  to  see  that  it  is  not  a  question  of  Theology,  but  of 
mathematical  science,  are  too  clear  to  need  discussion.  If  the  papers 
can  be  trusted,  Russia  at  least  has  lately  had  the  common  sense  to 
decree  that  in  civil  matters  at  least,  the  new  and  correct  computation 
of  time  shall  be  observed  in  its  dominion. 

(D.)  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  who  had  led  in  Christ's 
battle  against  the  creature-serving  Arius  and  his  partisans,  and  had 
excommunicated  them  as  duty  demanded,  and  so  made  the  whole 
heretical  party  in  Alexandria  and  elsewhere  his  bitter  enemies,  is 
vindicated  and  commended. 
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THE  SYNODAL  EPISTLE. 

7^  a.fia  Oeou   ^dpirty   xai   fieydXr^  ^AXe^autipiwv  ixxXr^<rta^  xai  roly   xor* 
AlyuTZTo^j  xai   Ai,iurjV  xai  lU^TaTzoAtw  dya7:r^Tot^  adex^orv,  of  iv  Nixaia  tf't»va;jf- 
Oivrt^^  xa\  rifV  fitydkr^v  xa\  dyiav  ffuvodvv  <ruyxponj<ravrs^  iTzttnoKoty  iv  Kupitp 
j^atpstv, 

'ETzetdij  T^9  Tou  Osou  X^ptro^^  xa\  too  6io<pikt<TTd7oo  fiatriXio}^  Aoivtfrav- 

r(\/ou  ffUvaYaY6)fT0^  ^/^^f  ^*  Staifopwv  ToXeanf  re  xat   iTrap^ttou,  fieydXr^  xa\  dyta 

cuvodo^  iv  Aftxatif,  ffUvexporrjOrj^  i^  ara'yTit^  dwayxalov  iffdyr^^  izapd  r^ff  Upd<i 

euvodoo  xa\  r/joy  Ofxa^  iizidTilAat  ypappaza'  W  eioivai  i^mre  riva  [ikv  ixtvijdrf, 

xa\  i$r^rd<r(h^j  Ti>a  dk  edo^e  xa\  ixpaTU)^Or^.    JJptbrov  fiev  o5v  i^  dizdvrwv  i^TjTa^r&tj 

rd  xard  rr^v  dffifSeiav  xa)  ri^v  7:apauo/itai/  ^Apetou  xai  rwv  trhv  adrw,  It:)  izapooffia 

TOO  OeotpikeffTdzou  ftatruiw'i  AajxTTauTti^ou'  xa)  ra/K/m^^e)  edo^ev  dvaOepLaTtirOT^vat 

rijv  dffe,S^  aurou  do^av^  xa\  rd  firjfiaTa  xa\  rd  dvojiara  rd  ^Xdtnfrijxa^  0I9  ixi^pr^ro 

pXatTfpjjiibv^  rf)v  Yluv  too  Oeou  Xiytt^v  *ic  obx  ovra>v,*  xa\  'cTvcK  rore  ore  obx  ]Jv,'  xai 

^^alne^ouffio-njTt  xaxia'i  xa\  dpsrij^  dexTtxov  tov  Tlov  tou  8eou^ Xfyovro^jXal^^xTi^rfia^ 

xdl  *  *7:otr^iia* '  6uojidl^o>TOi^^  aiza^Ta  TaoTa  difsOefidTttrev  ij  dyia  ffuvodo^y  oodi  Sffoif 

dxouffai  T7J^  dffs^ou^  So^r^^'  ^  drzovoia'i^  xa\  twv  fiXatr^rjfiafv  prj/idTtuv^  dvaff^ofiii^Tj, 

Aai  Td  /ikv  xaT  ixehov  olou  TiXou^  TSTU^rjXBy  izd>Tut^  ^  dxr^xoaTS  ij  dxouiTtffdty 

tva  fiTf   do^wjuv   i7:epLf3at>etv  d>dp\   di  oixstav  dfxapTiav  &Sta  rd  i7:t^etpa  xofu- 

4Ta/ii>w.      TitfTouTov  dk  tff^uffe  aoTou  ij  dtriCsiay  cwy  xa)  izaparzoXiffat  Sswvdv  dro 

Afapfiapix^^j  xa\  Zexohudov  ar<)  llToXs'iaido^'  twv  ydp  auratv  xdxetvot  TSTU^xafftv. 

*AXX^  inetdrj  ^  toD  8eou  )^dpi^  r^y  pikv  xaxodoSia<i  ixeivr^^  xa\  dtrsjSeta^  xai  r^y 

fiXaff^fiia^y  xa)  twv  Trpoffwrrwv  twv  ToXfxr^advTwo  didtrraciv  xai   dtaipttTtv  irociy- 

caffdat  TOO  slpTjVeofitiivoo  avwOev  Xaob^  r^XeuOipwffev  T^fid^,  iXetn^TO  dk  Td  xaTd 

TTjv  TtpoTzlzeiav  MeXcrioUy  xa)  roiy  ok  auTob  ^sipozovrfiivTwv*  xoii  izsp)  toutoo  too 

fiipoofi  d  ido^s  tJ   (TovofJw^  i/i^avi^o/jLiv  b/iiVj  dyaTTjTo)  ddsXtfoL     ^£dv$ev  o5> 

MeXtTiov  fikv^    ifiXavOpwTzoTspov  xtvrjOet^rr^'f  r^v"  (TuvoSoo^ — xazd  ydp  rdv  dxpt^r^ 

Xoyov    obdeiud^    ffoyyvwirr^^  &^to^  ^v, — fiivstv  iv  rg  izoXei  iauToUj  xa)  fir^depitay 

i^ootriav  i^eiv  auTov  fJirjze  ^etpoOsTeiv^  /^'J's  Trpo^sipi^ecOaiy  firJTS  iv  X^P9  A*^'** 

iv  TzoXti  iiipa  ^atvstrOat^  zaoTTj^  r^y  Trpo^dtrew^  Evexa'  i^nXov  dk  tv  ovofia  r^y 

TifiTf^  x£XT7i(rOat.       Tou^  de   ut:*  aOTob  xaTatrradivTa^^    /lOtmxwTipa  ^etpoTovtf 

fie/SatwOivTa^  xotvwvijtrat   ir:)   toutoi^^  k<p'  wze  e^siv  /lev  auTob^  rr^v  TifiijV  xa) 

XetToupyiav^  dsoTipoo^  di  elvat  i^drtavTo^  TzdvTwv  twv  iv  ixdtrTjQ  Tzapotxtf  t^  xa) 

ixxXrjfftqL  i^STa^ofiivwv^  twv  tiro  too  TtjjLtwTdTou  xa)  ^roXXsiToopyoo  ijfimv  ^AXs^. 

dvdpou  Tcpoxe^siptffpLivwv'  wtrre  TobToi<i  firjdeixiav  i^ooaiav  slvai  roh^  dpiffxovra^ 

auToi^  Tcpo^eipi^effOai^  ^  UTrojSdXXstv  SvofiaTa  ij  oXw^  izotelv  re  )[wp)^  yvt&fjLi^^  raiv 

TTJi  xaOoXixjf^  ixxXjjffta^  iiZKTxoizwv ^  TWV  Otzo  *AXi$avdpov,      Tob^  di  jl^d/oere  Beoo 
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Note. — In  the  document  here  following,  I  translate  from  Hus- 
sey*s  text  as  given  by  Professor  Bright  in  his  edition  of  Socrates, 
pages  20  and  21.  My  impression  is,  however,  that  Theodoret's  text 
in  his  Ecclesiastical  History ,  Book  I.,  Chapter  VIII.,  is  sometimes 
preferable  to  it  in  places  where  they  diflFer.  I  will  therefore  refer  to 
the  principal  diflFerences  between  them  in  notes. 

TRANSLATION  OF  THE  SYNODAL  EPISTLE 

Of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  held  A.  D.  325,  at  Nicaea  in 
Bithynia,  to  the  Church  of  Alexandria. 

**To  the  Church  of  the  Alexandrians,  by  God's  grace,  holy  and 
great,  and  to  the  beloved  brethren  in  Egypt  and  Libya  and  Pentapolis, 
the  Bishops  who  have  been  assembled  in  Nicaea,  and  who  have  cele- 
brated the  Great  and  Holy  Synod,  wish  joy  in  the  Lord. 

Forasmuch  as  God's  grace,  and  the  most  dear  to  God  Emperor 
Constantine,  have  assembled  us  out  of  diflFerent  cities  and  provinces, 
and  a  Great  and  Holy  Council  hath  been  celebrated  in  Nicaea,  it 
seemed  by  all  means  necessary  to  send  a  Letter  to  you  also  from  the 
Sacred  S3mod,  in  order  that  ye  may  be  able  to  know  what  things 
have  been  agitated  and  inquired  into,  and  what  things  have  seemed 
good  and  have  been  established. 

First,  then,  the  matters  relating  to  the  impiety  and  the  lawless- 
ness of  Arius  and  of  his  partisans  have  been  inquired  into  by  all  in 
the  presence  of  the  most  dear  to  God  Emperor  Constantine,  and  by 
the  votes  of  all  it  hath  been  decreed  that  his  impious  opinion  is  to  be 
anathematized  and  the  blasphemous  expressions  (462)  and  names 


(462).  The  ** blasphemous  expressions'^  especially  referred  to,  are  evidently 
those  anathematized  in  the  Nicene  Creed,  such  as  are  specified  further  on  in  the 
above  Epistle,  such  as, 

1.  "  The  Son  of  God  was  made  out  0/ things  not  existing.^' 

2.  *' Be/ore  He  was  bom  He  was  not,'* 

3.  *'  There  was  once  when  He  was  not.'' 

4.  *  *  The  Son  of  God  is  capable  of  vice. ' ' 

In  this  Epistle,  as  in  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  History^  Book  I.,  Chapter 
Vlll.,  we  find  expression  2  above.     It  is  not  in  Socrates 

Yet  I  suppose  the  reference  is  to  all  the  blasphemous  language  used  by 
Arius,  who  came  before  the  Bishops  of  the  Council  and  vented  his  impieties. 
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KaOoAtxj  ^Exxkrj&ia  ovra^^  xai  i^ouffiav  i^etv  Tzpo^ttpiZ^irOat^  xai  6)^6 [lara  iTztXif- 
arOat  rd>v  d^imv  too  xXrjpou^  xa\  oXw^  ndura  Tzoteiv  xard  vojiov  xa\  Oe^fiov  rdv 
ixxk-^ffiaffTixQv,  Ei  di  Ttva^  tro/jfiahj  dva7tau<Fa<F0ai  rtov  iv  tJ  ^Exxki^ffia^  n^vexoDra 
7rpo(ra>afiatv€tv  ei^  t^v  rtfii^v  rob  reTeXeurrjxdTO^  roh^  aprt  izpoffXij^Oiyra^^  fiovov 
ei  &^tot  ^aivotvTo^  xa\  6  Xad^  alpotro^  (TO>ent<^njipt^9yro9  aor^  xai  inKT^paYiZo- 
vTo^  TOO  r^9  ^ AXe^avdpeia^  iTzctncdTzou,  Tooto  dk  Tot^  fiev  SlXXot^  natrt  truve^oh' 
pyjOrj*  M  di  TOO  MeXtTtou  npo^rwTzou  ooxiTi  rd  adrd  idoSe^  dtd  r^v  dvixaOev 
auTob  dTa^iaVj  xa\  dtd  to  Trpo^eipov  xdl  TrponeTk^  rfy  yywfirj^^  7va  /a^defila 
kSouma  7j  addevTta  aoTtp  doOetrj^  dv0p<o::a}  douafiiv<a  ndXiv  rd^  airrd^  dra^taf 
IfxnoiTfffat,  TaoTa  Itrrt  Ta  i^atpera  xa\  dta<pipoyra  AlyonTtp^  xai  tJ  d^ea»raT]|^ 
^AXeSaudpiwv  kxxXrjtfia, 

El  di  Tt  aXXo  ixavovttrOrj  rj  IdoyixaTifTdTi^  (ToinzapovTO^Tob  xopioo  x€Li  TifitwTdroo 
(ToXXtiToopyoo  xa\  ddiXipoor^fiotv^AXs^dvdpoo^  auro?  rrapcbv  dxpt^iffTepov dvoiffet  Tpd^ 
y/ia?,  are  d-^  xa\  xdpto^  xa\  xotv(ovd<^  twv  yeysyr^/xiuwy  Toy^avwu.  Eua/yeXiZofitOa 
de  ufAJv^  izep}  rijy  aoixiputvia^  too  d/twTaToo  Hdff^ay  oti  ofieTipat^  eo^at^  xarmp* 
OwOtj  xa\  TOOTO  TO  fiipo^  w^  re  ndvTa^  rouy  iv  rg  iwa  ddeX^oh^^  T009  fierd  twv 
^loodaiatv  to  rrpoTepov  TrocaDvray,  (TOfi^wvtu^  ^Ptafxaioi^  xa\  rjixtv^  xai  itdfftv  Ufitv 
ToZy  IS  dp^atou  /xeff  ijfimv  foXdTTooci  to  lldff^ay  kx  rod  debpo  Syetv.  Xaipovrt^ 
oZv  i7:\  Tory  xaTopOw/xafftj  xa\  rg  T^y  sip^j^^  aufKpiavia^  xai  ii:\  rtp  vdffav  alptiTW 
ixxoTZTJvat^  aTzodi^affOe  fiiv  fierd  fist^ovo^  Tt/xr^^  xa\  TzXeiovo^  o^et^nyy  rdv  ffoXXetT" 
oopyov  rjfJLoav^  oixatv  de  iizitrxonov  ^AXi^avdpoVj  tov  tbippdvavTa  ijfid^  iv  rj  napooiria^ 
xa\  iv  TaoTTj  rg  r^Xixia  to<tootov  izovov  OTToffTdvTa  oitkp  too  eiprjvfjv  yeviffdat  xa\ 
Trap*  ofiiv,  Eoj^tadt  dk  onip  ijii&v  dndvTvjv^  Iva  rd  xaXib'i  e/ecv  dS^avra^  raora 
fii^ata  fiivT)^  dtd  too  Kavroxparopo^  6soo,  xa)  dtd  too  hopioo  ijpLWv  ^Ijjffou  Xpur^ 
Too^  <TOv  'Aytot  flveofiaTt*   ^  i^  do^a  c/y  royy  aituvai'  d/xrjv. 

There  are  some  various  readings  of  the  above  Epistle  in  Mig^e's 
Socrates  and  in  his  Theodoret ;  but  for  the  most  part  they  make  no 
great  difference  in  the  sense.  The  most  important  of  them  are 
mentioned  in  the  notes  to  the  English  translation  below.  The  differ- 
ence in  the  last  sentence  involves  the  important  point  of  the  inspiration 
of  the  Council  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  its  consequent  infallibility;  and 
leads  us  to  question  whether  the  full  form  given  by  Theodoret  is  not 
the  original,  and  whether  Socrates,  (as  a  Novation  ?)  did  not  omit  the 
allusion  to  the  inspiration  of  the  Council,  because  to  admit  it  as 
inspired  would  be  to  admit  that  its  condemnation  of  the  Novations, 
that  is  the  Cathari,  is  just.  Still,  we  do  not  undertake  to  give  an 
opinion  on  those  matters.  See  the  last  sentence  in  both  the  trans- 
lations here  given  of  the  above  Greek. 
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(463)  which  he  had  used  in  blaspheming,  by  saying  that  ''the  Son  of 
God  was  made  out  of  things  not  existing  (464),*'  and  that  there  was 
once  when  he  was  not,*  and  that  ''the  Son  of  God  by  the  freedom  of  his 
own  will  is  capable  of  vice  and  of  virtue^  *  and  in  calling  him  'a  creature 
and  'a  work*y 

All  these  things  the  Holy  S3mod  has  anathematized,  not  endur- 
ing so  much  as  to  hear  the  impious  opinion  or  madness  and  the 
blasphemous  words.  And  the  matters  in  relation  to  him  have  been 
so  concluded  as  ye  have  certainly  heard  or  will  hear,  in  order  that  we 
may  not  seem  to  trample  on  a  man  who  has  received  the  rewards  due 
to  his  own  sin.  But  his  impiety  was  so  powerful  as  to  ruin  also 
Theonas  of  Marmarica  and  Secundus  of  Ptolemais.  For  they  also 
have  received  the  same  rewards. 

But  forasmuch  as  the  grace  of  God  hath  freed  us  from  that  evil 
opinion  and  impiety,  and  from  the  blasphemy  and  the  persons  of 
those  who  have  dared  to  make  division  and  separation  amongst  the 
people  who  before  had  lived  in  peace;  and  [forasmuch  as]  the  matters 
relating  to  the  rashness  of  Meletius  and  of  those  ordained  by  him  yet 
remained,  we  hereby  inform  you,  beloved  brethren,  of  the  things 
which  have  seemed  good  to  the  Synod  in  regard  to  him  also.  The 
Holy  Synod  then,  being  disposed  to  deal  gently  with  Meletius,  (though 
in  strict  justice  he  was  deserving  of  no  indulgence),  hath  decreed  that 
he  remain  in  his  own  city,  and  that  he  have  no  permission  to  lay  on 
hands,  or  to  appoint  anyone  [to  any  ecclesiastical  oflSce],  or  to  appear 
in  the  country  or  in  any  other  city  on  that  pretext,  but  that  he  have  only 
the  bare  title  of  [the  episcopal]  honor.  And  in  regard  to  those  who  have 
been  appointed  by  him,  we  have  decreed  that  they,  after  being  made  sure 
by  a  more  mystic  ordination,  (465)  shall  be  admitted  to  communion 

(463).    Theodoret  has  here  *  *  thoughts^  *  *  instead  of  ' '  names. '  * 

The  names  referred  to  in  Socrates'  form  of  the  Letter  certainly  include, 

especially  the  names,  ** creature  ^^  and  "  zvork  **  applied  by  the  Arians  to  Christ's 

Divinity. 

(464).  That  is  **made  out  0/  nothing,**  as  opposed  to  the  saying  of  the 
Orthodox,  that  He  was  unmade  and  eternal  in  the  Father,  as  a  Part  of  the 
Divinity,  but  was  bom  out  of  Him  '* before  all  the  worlds,**  as  the  Creed  of  the 
Second  Ecumenical  Synod  has  it 

(465).  Or,  **more  regular  ordination;**  or  **a«  ordination  more  sacra- 
mental.** The  Greek  here  is,  nvoriKurtpg,  x^tporovi^.  The  Greek  word  for  sacra- 
ment is,  fivorrjptov,  that  is  ^* mystery.**     In  the  ^arly  church  in  times  of  persecii- 
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on  the  following  terms:  they  shall  have  both  the  honor  and  the  power 
of  ministering,  but  shall  by  all  means  be  second  to  those  found  in 
each  Paroecia  (466)  and  Church  to  have  been  before  appointed  by  the 
most  honorable,  our  fellow-minister  Alexander:  so  that  they  shall 
have  no  authority  to  appoint  [to  any  clerical  oflSce]  such  persons  as 
please  them,  or  to  suggest  their  names,  or  to  do  anything  at  all  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  Bishops  of  the  Universal  Church  who  are  under 
Alexander.  But  those  who,  by  God's  grace  and  by  your  prayers, 
have  been  discovered  in  no  schism,  but  are  without  stain  in  the  Uni- 
versal Church,  shall  have  authority  both  to  appoint  [clerics]  and  to 
suggest  the  names  of  those  who  are  worthy  of  the  clericate,  and  in 
short  to  do  all  things  agreeable  to  Church  law  and  custom.  But  if 
it  should  happen  that  any  of  the  clergy  of  the  church  should  go  to 
their  rest,  then  those  [Meletian  clergy]  who  have  just  been  admitted  [in 
this  enadlment]  shall  succeed  to  the  honor  of  the  one  who  has  finished 
his  course,  provided  only  they  appear  worthy,  and  the  people  take 
them,  and  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria  (467)  giv^s  them  his  vote  also, 
and  puts  his  seal  [on  their  nomination].  So  much  as  this  then  has  been 
panted  to  all  the  others  [of  the  Meletian  clergy]. 

But  in  regard  to  the  person  of  Meletius  [himself],  on  account  of 
his  former  disorderly  conduct  and  on  account  of  the  levity  and  rash- 
ness of  his  disposition,  the  same  things  have  not  been  decreed;  in 
order  that  no  authority  or  personal  power  should  be  given  to  him, 
a  man  capable  of  creating  the  same  disorders  again. 

These  are  the  chief  things  and  those  which  relate  especially  to 
Egypt  and  the  most  holy  Church  of  the  Alexandrians.  But  if  any 
thing  else  has  been  enadled  in  the  form  of  canon  or  of  dogma,  the 
Lord  and  most  honorable  fellow-minister  our  brother  Alexander  who 
himself  was  present  with  us  will  himself  report  them  to  you  more  in 
detail,  inasmuch  as  he  was  both  a  Master  and  a  sharer  in  the  things 
which  have  been  done. 

tion  Christian  rites  were  generally  secret.  There  is  no  definition  of  the  whole 
church,  as  to  what  a  sacrament  is;  nor  as  to  exadlly  how  many  there  are.  The 
word  may  from  its  meaning,  ^^ Sacred  Rite^^^  be  applied  to  any  New  Testament 
Rite. 

(466).    Greek,  irapouU^,  that  is,  what  we  call  a  diocese  now. 

(467).    Theodoret  has,  **M^  Bishop  of  the  Universal  Church  at  Alexan- 
driar 
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Moreover,  we  announce  to  you  the  glad  tidings  in  regard  to  our 
agreement  respecting  the  most  holy  Pask  [Easter]  that,  by  your  prayers, 
that  particular  also  has  been  rightly  settled,  and  that  all  the  brethren 
in  the  East,  who  formerly  kept  the  feast  with  the  Jews,  will  for  the 
future  keep  it  in  harmony  with  the  Romans,  and  with  us,  and  with 
all  those  who  from  ancient  time  keep  the  Pask  [KasterJ  with  us. 
Rejoicing  therefore  at  the  righ tings  (468)  and  at  the  peace  and  agree- 
ment, and  at  the  cutting  oflF  of  every  heresy,  receive  ye  with  greater 
honor  and  more  love  our  fellow-minister,  your  Bishop  Alexander, 
who  gladdened  us  by  his  presence,  and  who  has  undergone  so  much 
labor  at  such  an  age  for  the  purpose  of  making  peace  among  you  also. 

But  pray  also  for  all  of  us,  that  those  things  which  have  seemed 
good  may  remain  firm  through  the  Almighty  God  and  through  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ,  together  with  the  Holy  Ghost,  (469)  to  whom  be 
the  glory  for  ever:  Amen  (470). 

In  some  respe<5ts,  notably  as  to  the  end,  I  prefer  the  form  of  the 
Synodal  Epistle  as  found  in  Theodoret.     Here  it  is: 

THE  SYNODICAL  EPISTLE 

Of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  held  A.  D.  325,  in  Nicaea  in 
Bithynia,  to  the  Alexandrian  Church,  translated  from  Chapter  VIII., 
Book  I.,  of  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  History,  (columns  927-932  of 
tome  82  of  Migne*s  Pairologia  Gracea), 

**  To  the  holy  and  great,  by  God's  grace,  Church  of  the  Alexan- 
drians, and  to  the  beloved  brethren  in  Eg>'pt  and  Libya  and  Pentap- 
olis  the  Bishops  who  have  been  assembled  in  Nicaea,  and  who  have 
celebrated  the  great  and  holy  Synod,  wish  joy  in  the  Lord. 

Forasmuch  as  the  grace  of  God,  and  the  most  dear  to  God  Em- 
peror Constantine  have  gathered  us  from  different  provinces  and  cities^ 
and  the  great  and  holy  Synod  has  been  celebrated,  it  seemed  necessar>' 
that  a  letter  should  be  sent  to  you  also  from  all  the  sacred  Synod,  in 
order  that  you  may  be  able  to  know  what  matters  have  been  agitated 

(468).     Greek,  mi^  KaropSufiaat. 

(469).  Theodoret* s  text  has  here,  **ffiay  remain  Jinn,  through  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ ,  for  they  have  been  done,  as  at  least  we  have  believed,  according  to 
th€  good  pleasure  of  the  Almighty  God  and  Father  in  the  Holy  Spirit,  to  whofn 
be  the  glory  forever.  Amen.'' 

(470).  Bright*a  Socrates*  Eulenastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  IX., 
{pages  20  and  21). 
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and  inquired    into,  and  what  have  seemed  good  and   have   been 
established. 

First,  then,  the  matters  in  regard  to  the  impiety  and  the  lawless- 
ness of  Arius  have  been  inquired  into  before  our  most  dear  to  God 
Emperor  Constantine,  and,  by  a  unanimous  vote,  it  seemed  good  to- 
anathematize  his  impious  opinion,  and  his  blasphemous  expressions 
and  thoughts,  which  he  used  when  blaspheming  the  Son  of  God,  by 
sa>4ng,  *  He  was  made  out  of  things  not  existing,  *  and,  "^Before  he  wcls 
bom  he  was  not;'  and  '  There  was  once  when  he  was  not;*  and  *  The  Son 
of  God^  by  his  own  free  will  is  receptive  of  vice  and  of  virtue^*  and  his 
naming  him  *a  creature'  and  'a  work.  *  All  those  things  the  Holy 
Synod  anathematized,  not  enduring  so  much  as  to  hear  his  impious 
opinion,  and  senselessness,  and  his  blasphemous  expressions. 

And  the  matters  in  regard  to  him  have  been  so  ended,  as  ye 
have  fully  heard  or  will  hear:  [we  say  no  more]  lest  we  may  seem  to 
trample  upon  a  man,  who  has  received  due  rewards  on  account  of  his 
own  sin.  But  his  impiety  had  so  much  strength  as  to  ruin  besides 
Theonas  of  Manuarica,  and  Secundus  of  Ptolemais:  for  these  two  also- 
have  received  the  same  rewards. 

But  inasmuch  as  the  grace  of  God  freed  Egypt  from  that  wicked 
opinion,  and  from  the  blasphemy,  and  the  persons  of  those  who  dared 
to  make  a  dissension  and  a  division  among  a  people  before  at  peace» 
there  remained  the  matters  in  regard  to  the  rashness  of  Meletius  and 
of  those  ordained  by  him:  and,  beloved  brethren,  we  hereby  show 
you  the  things  which  seemed  good  to  the  Synod  concerning  that 
matter. 

It  seemed  good  therefore,  forasmuch  as  the  Holy  Synod  was 
moved  to  deal  kindly  towards  him,  (although  in  strict  justice  he  was 
imworthy  of  any  pardon),  [we  mean  Meletius],  that  he  remain  in  his 
own  city,  and  have  no  authority,  either  to  ordain,  or  to  promote 
[any  one],  or  to  lay  on  hands,  or  to  appear  in  the  country,  or  in  any 
city  for  that  purpose;  but  to  possess  [only]  the  mere  name  of  the 
honor  [of  the  episcopate].  Moreover,  those  who  were  settled  [as 
clergy]  by  him,  when  they  shall  have  been  made  sure  by  a  more  mys- 
tic ordination,  iiucTuwripq.  x^iporo^^ia  shall  be  received  into  communion 
on  the  following  terms:  They  shall  have  the  honor  which  they  now 
have,  and  shall  minister,  but  shall  by  all  means  be  in  a  secondary 
position,  as  compared  with  those  in  each  Paroecia  and  Churchy  who 
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are  found  to  have  been  ordained  before  by  our  most  honored  fellow- 
minister,  Alexander;  so  that  those  [Meletians]  shall  have  no  authority 
to  promote  those  who  are  pleasing  to  them,  or  to  suggest  a  name  [of 
any  one  for  the  ministry],  or  to  do  anything  at  all  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Bishops  of  the  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church,  who  are 
under  Alexander. 

But  those  who  by  God's  grace  and  by  your  prayers,  have  been 
found  in  no  schism,  but  are  without  spot  in  the  Universal  and 
Apostolic  Church,  shall  have  authority  both  to  elect  [clergy],  and  to 
^suggest  names  of  those  who  are  worthy  of  the  clericate,  and  in  short 
to  do  all  things  which  are  in  accordance  with  Church  Law  and  usage. 
Moreover,  if,  at  any  time  it  shall  happen,  that  any  one  of  those  who 
are  in  the  church,  shall  go  to  his  rest,  then  some  one  of  those  now 
received  shall  be  promoted  to  the  honor  of  the  one  who  has  finished 
his  course,  provided  only  he  seem  to  be  worthy,  and  the  people 
choose  him,  and  the  Bishop  of  the  Universal  Church  in  Alexandria, 
also  give  his  vote  for  him,  and  set  his  seal  upon  the  ele<5lion. 

That  [much]  has  been  conceded  to  all  the  others  [the  followers  of 
Meletius]:  but,  as  regards' the  person  of  Meletius  himself,  it  did  not 
seem  good  to  grant  him  the  same  things  longer,  on  account  of  his 
disorderliness  before,  and  because  of  the  hastiness  and  rashness  of  his 
judgment,  that  no  authority  nor  power  may  be  given  to  him,  a 
man  capable  of  making  the  same  disorders  again. 

These  are  the  things  and  those  which  especially  pertain  to 
Egypt  and  to  the  most  Holy  Church  of  the  Alexandrians.  And 
whatsoever  else  has  been  enadled  in  the  shape  of  canon,  or  of  doc- 
trine, the  Lord  and  most  honored  fellow-minister,  our  brother  Alex- 
ander, who  was  present,  will  himself  relate  it  to  you  more  in  detail, 
inasmuch  as  he  was  both  a  master  and  a  sharer  in  the  things  which 
have  been  done. 

We  also  announce  to  you  glad  tidings  in  regard  to  the  agreement 
respe<5ling  our  most  holy  Pask,  that  by  your  prayers  this  matter  also 
has  been  rightly  settled,  so  that  all  the  brethren  of  the  East  who 
aforetime  did  not  keep  it  in  agreement  with  the  Romans,  (471)  and 

(471).  The  readings  of  the  Greek  here  are  quite  various.  Our  translation 
above  is  made  from  Migne's  Theodoret.  And  the  text  of  Socrates  and  that  of 
Coleti*s  Concilia  differ  so  much  that  one  is  compelled  to  choose  between  them. 
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with  you  and  with  all  who  kept  the  Pask,  will  from  henceforth  keep  it 
with  you. 

Rejoicing  therefore  for  these  settings  right,  and  for  the  common 

Another  reading  for  the  above  passage  is  as  follows: 

"So  that  all  the  brethren  in  the  East,  who  fearlessly  kept  it  aforetime  with 
the  Jews,  will  from  henceforth  keep  it  in  harmony,  with  the  Romans  and  with 
us,  and  with  all  those  who  from  the  beginning  keep  the  Pask  with  us.'* 

There  are  still  other  readings  of  parts  of  the  above. 

If  we  accept  ''fearlessly''  or  ''intrepidly"'  and  the  reading  in  the  text  aboye 
as  the  true  one,  then  some  may  possibly  fancy  that  the  First  Ecumenical  Synod  will 
seem  to  have  eulogized  those  who  intrepidly  withstood  the  Roman  attempts  to 
enforce  their  custom  on  the  Quartodecimans  of  Asia,  which  was  successfully 
opposed  at  that  time,  and  for  w^hich  attempt,  as  Eusebiua  testifies,  Irenaeus 
Bishop  of  Lyons,  so  nobly  attacked  Vidlor,  Bishop  of  Rome.  See  Eusebins* 
Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  V.,  Chapters  XXIII.,  XXIV.  and  XXV.  Whether  if 
it  were  the  true  reading,  which  I  doubt,  other  causes,  among  them  opposition  to 
the  Quartodecimans  who  refused  to  follow  the  decision  of  the  Council  on  this 
matter,  had  not  something  to  do  with  the  other  reading  given  in  the  text,  we 
leave  the  learned  to  judge. 

Or  was  the  "intrepidly**  which  is  found  in  Basil,  omitt^  in  some  manu- 
scripts because  some  ignorant  transcribers  knew  nothing  of  the  intrepid  resist- 
ance by  these  brethren  of  the  East  to  attempted  Papal  tyranny?  Still  as  it  is  not 
edited  in  any  text  and  as  it  is  not  proven  to  be  the  corredl  lediion,  it  is  not  wise 
to  rely  on  it  as  sure. 

Still  another  reading  is  as  follows : 

'*So  that  all  the  brethren  of  the  East,  who  kept  it  with  the  Jews,  and  afore- 
time intrepidly  refused  to  keep  it  in  agreement  with  the  Romans,  and  with  you, 
and  with  all  who  kept  the  Passover  with  you  from  the  beginning,  will  from 
henceforth  keep  it  with  you."     Other  readings  may  be  given. 

The  Greek  is  found  in  Socrates'  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  IX. ; 
in  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  VIII.,  and  in  tome  2  of 
Coleti's  Concilia,  columns  260-264.  The  Greek  in  Coleti,  as  just  referred  to,  is 
from  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus*  Arrangement  of  the  AHsofthe  Synod  in  Nicaea,  Book 
II.,  Chapter  XXXIII.  The  reading  "acVwr,  intrepide,  Basil,  Gr.,"  is  found  in 
note  50,  column  931,  tome  82,  of  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca. 

But  nr^fa>f,  may  well  be  rendered  "without  fear,'*  and  then  the  commenda- 
tion on  their  intrepidity  disappears.  I  do  not  by  any  means  feel  sure  that  the 
Council  meant  to  compliment  the  Quartodeciman  Churches  for  opposing  the 
common  custom  on  Pask  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  Church,  though  they  would, 
of  course,  deny  the  right  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome  to  excommunicate  them  with- 
out  an  Ecumenical  Council. 

The  various  lections  of  this  Synodal  Epistle  will  be  found  under  it  in. 
Migne's  Socrates  and  in  Migne's  Theodore t. 
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race  and  harmony,  and  for  the  cutting  off  of  every  heresy,  receive 
ith  greater  honor  and  with  more  love,  our  fellow-minister,  your 
shop  Alexander,  who  cheered  us  by  his  presence,  and  even  at  his 
ne  of  life  endured  so  much  toil  to  settle  your  affairs  in  peace. 

And  pray  for  us  all,  that  the  things  which  have  seemed  good 

ay  remain  firm,  through  our  Lord  Jesus  Anointed,  for  they  have 

jen  done,  as  at  least  we  have  believed,  according  to  the  good  pleasure 

the  Almighty  God  and  Father  in  the  Holy  Spirit,  to  whom  be  the 

ory  forever.     Amen.** 

According  to  Socrates'  Ecclesiastical  History ^  Book  I.,  Chapter 
III.,  end,  the  Synodal  Epistle  of  the  First  Kctunenical  Council  was 
Lssed  by  a  common  vote  of  all  of  it:  for  Socrates  there  writes: 

**And  by  a  common  vote  («««»'§  4'^i<P9)  the  Synod  wrote  as  follows 
the  Church  of  the  Alexandrians,  and  to  those  in  Egypt  and  Libya 
id  Pentapolis.'* 

Then  he  gives  at  once  the  Conciliar  Epistle  of  Nicaea. 
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NICyEA,A.  D.  325: 


THE   FIRST  ECUMENICAL   COUNCIL. 


CHAPTER    VII. 


Its  Symbol,  that  is,  its  Creed. 


We  propose  here: 

1 .  To  give  the  Greek  text  of  the  Nicene  Creed  and  an  English 

translation  of  it  side  by  side, 

2.  To  note  the  Variations  in  the  Greek  text  of  the  Nicene  Creed 

and  in  the  Latin  translations  of  it, 

3.  To  speak  of  Gelasius  of  Cyzicns,  and  of  his  work  on  the  Nicene 

Council  and  to  show  its  imrcliability , 

To  consider: 

4.  Whether  any  Declarative  Creed  preceded  the  Nieetie, 

5.  \V1iether  any  author  of  a  date  anterior  to  Nicaea,  A,  D,  ^25, 

gives  any  such  Creed, 

6.  To  examine  whether  the  Creed  of  the  jl8  is  an  amplification  of 

the  Western  local  Creed  which  is  now  commonly  called  the 
Apostles' . 

7.  To  examine  the  claim  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in  Palestine,  that 

in  his  Profession  of  Faith  offered  at  Nicaea,  he  furnished 
the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  the  basis  of  the  Nicene  Creed, 
and  to  consider  in  this  connexion  the  opinion  of  Valcsius. 
that  Eusebius'  Profession  is  the  same  as  an  Arian  document 
which,  Theodoret  testifies,  the  Fathers  of  the  Council  tore  up. 
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8.  To  ask  what  faHs  have  reached  us^  as  to  who  was  most  oHive 

at  Nicaea  for  the  expression  **OF  THE  SAME  SUBSTANCE,*' 
{yiwobcuvi)^  a?id  against  Arian  Creature  Service. 

9.  To  mention  the  most  notabte  terms  which  are  found  i7i  the  Creed 

OF  THE  First  Ecumenicai.  Council,  but  are  not  in  the 
Profession  of  Faith  presented  by  Eusebius  of  Caesarea^ 
and  to  note  the  reason  for  them, 

10.  To  mention  the  chief  things  in  Eusebius  of  Caesarea^s  Profess- 

ion of  Faith  which  are  not  in  the  Nicene  Creedy  and  to 
ask  why  they  were  omitted  by  the  Fathers  of  the  Council, 

11.  To  ask,  IV/io  wrote  the  SY^BOh  OF  the  318  OF  NiCAEA? 

12.  To  show  the  Scripturalness  of  the  Creed  of  Nicaea, 

1 3.  On  the  inconsistent  and  hypocritical  course  of  the  Arian  party 

in  signing  and  afterwards  rejecting  those  terms  of  the 
Nicene  Creed  which  teach  the  Consubstantialiiy  of  the  Son 
with  the  Father;  a7id  in  pleading  that  they  rejected  them 
because  they  are  not  in  Scripture^  while  they  used  terms 
which  are  not  in  Scripture  to  express  their  heresy. 

Section  i, — ^The  Greek  text  of  the  Nicene  Creed  and  its 
English  translation,  side  by  side.  The  Creed  of  the 
First  Ecumenical  Council;  which  is  sometimes  called  the 
Nicene  Creed,  and  sometimes  that  of  the  jiS  Holy  Fathers  at 
Nicaea, 

It  is  the  first  of  the  only  two  Ecumenical  Creeds;  the  other  being  that 
of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council,  which  is  called  that  of  the  1^0  Fathers 
of  that  Synod,  because  that  was  the  number  of  bishops  in  it.  That 
Creed  will  be  given  when  we  come  to  the  Second  Ecumenical  Synod. 
In  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council  those  Creeds  were  read  sepantti^Iy, 
as  being  of  two  different  Synods.  But  in  later  times  a  wrong  cn^om 
has  sprung  up  of  calling  the  Constantinopolitan  Creed  th<^  ^c^ie. 
It  should  never  be  done.  The  use  of  the  terms  empl(^3^  rf  those 
Symbols  in  the  Ecumenical  Councils  should  be  retaiq^;^fo^e^(;a^esa 
sake. 


806 


ChapUr  VJI. 


THE  GREEK  TEXT  OF  THE  NICENE 

CREED, 

From  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's 
Epistle  ij  the  Caesareans^  as  in 
^ii^io'sPaiP'ologia  Graeca,  tome 
20,  column  1540 : 

UtiTTtuo/xsy  tii  e>a  6eov  llaripa 
navTuxftdroftay  TZfhTwv  6paTwv  re  xai 
dopdratv  Tttnr^rij'^' 

Kai  tif  fva  Anfttov  ^Ir^ffojv  Aptff- 
tOv  T«)y  Tlo)f  TO  J  Osiu^  ^s^r^Ohra  ix 
TOO  Harpof  fiu)fo^e>r^^  Toori<TTt¥  ix  t>*9 
olxria^  too  //ar//*)^,  Ocuv  ix  Seotjj  ipib^ 
ix  ^wrd^,  Ocuv  oAr^Otvov  ix  Seoj  dXr^Oooj^ 
yevvTj^^tvra,  00  Tzotr^OivTa^  6fioo6atov  Tip 
IJarpiy  dt*  00  Td  Tcdvra  fy/ycro,  rd  re 
iv  Tip  onpv^tp  xai  T«k  iv  T§  ^'  Tov  dC 
rj/id'f  Tobi  dvOpWTZoo^  xai  did  Ti^v  r^/xeTi' 
pav  eu^TT^nav  xartkOovTa  xai  capxio- 
SivTa^  i>a>0pw7:rjfra>Ta^  TzaOo^Ta,  xai 
dvaiTrdvra^  t§  Tpirig  r^'Upa^  dveXOovTa 
tl^  o'\oa'/oh^^  xat  iojfo;is>ov  xplvat 
CcDvra^   xa)    vsxpoiji^' 

Ka\  ei^  To  "Aytov  flviufia, 

Toh^    dk    XipfVTa^^    ''ffv  ttOTt  0T€  oox 

ijvj  xai^  np\v  ytv'^rfi^^vat  oox  ^v,  xa\  on 
'Ac  o'JX  ovrtov  iyi>£Tity  ^  i^  iripa^ 
uTZotrrdrrsw^f  ^  ootrifi^  <pd<Txovza^  tlvai^ 
^  xrtazov  ^  TptTZTov  ^  dXXoiwTov  Toy 
ITlov  To  J  Szoby  dvaOcfiaTt^^ct  ij  KaOoXtxij 
^ExxXtjiTia, 


THE  GREEK  TEXT  OF  THE  NICBNE 

CREED^ 

From  St.  Athanasius'  Epistle  to 
the  Emperor  Jovian^  as  in 
yiL\^t!sPatrologia  Graeca^Xomt 
26,  column  817 : 

Utirrtooixtv  cfV  ^va  6tov^  IlaTipa, 
izayroxparopa^  TcdifTwv  yparwv  r«  xdk 
dopdrmy  itoir^TTJv 

Ka)  c/f  Toy  i>a  Koptoy  ^Itjcoov  Xpw* 
rOy,  Tov  Tldv  TOO  6too^  yiwijdiyra  ix 
TO  J  llarpo^  pLouoyty^^  TooTiirrtu  ix  t$^ 
uoffiaf  TO  J  Ilarpo^^  S^o^  ix  0€oo^  fmf^ 
ix  fpwru?,  Seuv  dXr^Otvuv  ix  Stoo  dXr^Ot" 
voj^  ye>'/i^OiuTa^  ito  vonjOivTa^  dfttmu^^ 
toy  T^  naTp\  it*  00  rd  nd>Ta  iyivtTOy 
rd  re  iv  Tip  ttopay^  xa)  Td  i^tl  rjjy  p^r 
Tdv  dt*  ijfJLd^  Tob^  dv0p€9:tito^  xai  M 
Tt^v  T^fxsripav  aoTi^pia^  xartkOwfra^  sac 
irapxiaOivra^  ivavOpot'Ki^irayTa^  na$6yTa^ 
xai  d'^afrrdvra  rg  Tpirr^  i^/iipa^  xa)  d^iX- 
Oo'^ra  e*?  tou<^  ohpavoo^y  ip^oruvoy 
xpivat  Zw'^ra^  xaX  vexpoo^' 

Ka)  ei^  TO  Jlvtoixa  ro  ^Aytov, 

Toh<^  ds  /.ippvra^y  ^Ih  iroTC,  Bt9  oox 
^y,    xa\^    l!p)>   y£>>r^O,yat  oox    jjy,  xa\ 

OTt  *E^  OOX  d>Twy    iyi>£70^  ^    iJ  iTipa^ 

u:zorTrdff£uf^  ^  aorTta^  ^dtrxitvra^  elvaty 
ij  xTtrTTu>^  ij  Tp£7ZTdv,  ij  oXXotondv  Toy 
Tluv  To")  6£oj^  TooToo^  dMiOepLoriZit 
ij  KaOoXtxTj  xa\  ^AzoirToXtxi^  ^ExxhqiriiU 


The  difference  between  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  text  of  the  Nicene 
Creed  as  given  by  Hahn  on  pages  78,  79  and  80,  of  his  Bibtiothek  dcr 
Symboley  and  Athanasius'  text  as  given  in  his  Epistle  to  Jovian^  column 
817,  tome  26,  of  Mig^e*s  Patrologia  Latina,  is  merely  verbal  in  a  few 
places  which  do  not  affect  the  sense  perceptibly,  except  that  Athan- 
asius has  ''and  Apostolic''  before  *' Church''  in  the  Anathema.    I 
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here  give  below  an  English  translation  of  Kusebius  of  Caesarea's  text 
of  it  in  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca^  and  of  St.  Athanasius*  text  of  it 
in  Migne  also.  I  have  placed  them  side  by  side  for  convenience  of 
comparison. 


THE  NICENE  CREED, 

As  in  ^usebius  of  Caesarea's 
Epistle  to  his  flock^  in  column 
1540,  tome  20  of  Migne' s  Patro- 
logia Gfaeca  : 

**\Ve  believe  in  one  God,  the 
Father  Almighty,  Maker  of  all 
visible  and  [of  all]  invisible  things. 

*'And  in  one  Lord  Jesus  An- 
ointed, the  Son  of  God,  bom  out 
of  the  Father,  Sole- Bom,  that  is 
out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father, 
God  out  of  God,  Light  out  of 
Light,  real  God  out  of  real  God, 
bom,  not  made,  of  the  same  sub- 
stance as  the  Father,  through 
whom  all  things  were  made,  both 
those  in  the  heaven  and  those  in 
the  earth,  who  for  us  men  and  for 
our  salvation  came  down,  and 
took  on  flesh,  put  on  a  man,  suf- 
fered, and  rose  up  on  the  third 
day,  went  up  into  the  heavens, 
and  Cometh  to  judge  the  living 
and  the  dead. 

•*And  [we  believe]  in  the  Holy 
Ghost. 

**And  the  Universal  Church 
anathematizes  those  who  say  that 
There  was  once  when  the  Son  of 
God  was  noty  and  that  He  was  not 
before  He  was  bom^  and  that  He 
was  made  out  of  things  not  exist- 
ing  :  or  who  assert  that  He  is  of 
another  subsistence  or  substance 
[than  the  Father],  or  that  He  was 
created,  or  is  mutable  or  con" 
vertibkr 


THE  NICENE  CREED, 

As  in  St.  Athanasius'  Epistle  to 
the  Emperor  fovian,  in  column 
817,  tome  26,  of  Migne's  Patro- 
logia Graeca  : 

*'We  believe  in  one  God,  the 
Father  Almighty,  Maker  of  all 
visible  and  [of  all]  invisible  things. 

*'And  in  the  one  Lord  Jesus 
Anointed,  the  Son  of  God,  born 
out  of  the  Father,  Sole-Boni,  that 
is  out  of  the  substance  of  the 
Father,  God  out  of  God,  Light 
out  of  Light,  real  God  out  of  real 
God,  bom,  not  made,  of  the  same 
substance  as  the  Father,  through 
whom  all  things  were  made,  both 
those  in  the  heaven  and  those  on 
the  earth,  who  for  us  men  and  for 
our  salvation  came  down,  and 
took  on  flvrsh,  put  on  a  man,  suf- 
fered, and  rose  up  on  the  third 
day,  and  went  up  into  the  heavens. 
He  Cometh  to  judge  the  living 
and  the  dead. 

**And  [we  believe]  in  the  Holy 
Ghost. 

'*And  as  to  those  who  say  that 
There  was  once  when  the  Son  of 
God  was  noty  and  that  He  was  not 
before  He  was  borfi,  and  tliat  He 
was  made  out  of  things  not  exist- 
ingy  or  who  assert  that  He  is  of 
another  Subsistence  or  Substance 
[than  the  Father],  or  that  He  was 
created,  or  is  mutable^  or  convert- 
ible, the  Universal  and  Apostolic 
Church  anathematizes  them." 
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Remarks  on  the  differences  between  the  Greek  of  the  Nicene  Creed  as  in 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  in  Migne's  text,  and  that  given  by  St, 
Athanasius  in  his  Epistle  to  Jovian,  in  Migne.  To  be  precise, 
these  are  as  follows  : 

1.  The  Tov  before  Kopwv  (that  is  the  **/^'*  before  ''Lord*')  is  in 
Athanasius,  not  in  Eusebius,  but  a  note  on  Athanasius'  Epistle  to 
Jovian,  column  8i8  of  tome  26  of  Migne*s  Patrologia  Gra^ca^  tells 
us  that,  ''  It  is  absent  from  the  Royal  ^xkdifrom  Theodorety 

2.  KaX  (that  is  ''  and^')  is  not  in  Athanasius  before  ip^optevov  (that 
is  ''co7neth''). 

3.  Instead  of  ei^  rd  ^'Aj'tov  ffveu/ia  (that  is  '*/»  the  Holy  Ghost''), 
Athanasius,  as  in  his  Epistle  to  fovian,  in  Migne's  edition,  has  ^h  ^^ 
Ihshfia  TO  "Ayiov^  which,  however,  is  the  same  in  meaning. 

4.  Migne's  Athanasius  has  here  toutou^  (** these"),  which 
Eusebius  has  not. 

5.  Walch,  in  ledlion  19,  on  pages  79  and  80  of  his  Bibliotheca 
Symbolica  Vetus,  states  that  Athanasius,  in  his  Epistle  to  Jovian, 
Socrates,  Gelasius,  Basil,  Theodotus,  Eutjxhes  and  the  Council  ot 
Chalcedon  have  the  Greek  for  *  *  the  Holy  Catholic  and  Apostolii 
Church,''  Chalcedon  having  it  twice :  whereas  Theodoret,  in  giWng 
the  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  to  the  Caesareans,  his  Parecians, 
gives  the  Greek  for  **  the  Holy  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church  of  Gody 

Dr.  G.  Ludwig  Hahn  gives  Eusebius  of  Caesarea' s  text  of  the 
Nicene  Creed  on  pages  78,  79  and  80,  of  the  second  edition  of  the 
Bibliothek  der  Symbole,  (Breslau,  1877).  It  differs  only  slightly,  and 
in  nothing  that  makes  any  great  difference  in  sense,  fix)m  the  text  ol 
Eusebius  as  given  by  his  father.  Dr.  August  Hahn,  in  the  first  edition 
of  that  work,  which  was  published  at  Breslau  in  A.  D.  1842.  The 
second  edition  gives  exadlly  the  same  text  of  the  Nicene  Creed  that  we 
find  in  Eusebius  of  Caesarea' s  Epistle  to  the  Caesareans,  in  column 
1540  of  tome  20  of  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca,  In  conclusion,  I 
would  remark  that  the  texts  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  and  of  Athanasius, 
when  the  same,  are  generally  to  be  preferred  to  any  le(5lion  that  differs 
from  them.  Where  they  differ,  and  they  differ  very  little,  the  un- 
doubted Orthodoxy  of  St.  Athanasius  has  led  most  to  follow  his  read- 
ing, especially  the  words  ''  and  Apostolic"  in  the  Anathema. 
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I  would  add  that  Migne's  text  of  Athanasius'  Epistle  to  Jovian 
has  in  the  Anathema  xzyrfl^^mi  that  is  '^made''  instead  of  ^'cwiy^y^vac 
that  is  ''ge7ierated,''  But  that  is  evidently  a  copyist's  or  printer's 
mistake,  for  the  language,  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  and  of  Athanasius 
himself,  as  both  are  elsewhere  quoted  in  this  volume,  shows  that 
yz'^vrfiffVai  is  meant. 

The  Nicene  Creed  was  read  in  Act  I.  of  the  Third  Ecumenical 
Council,  held  at  Ephesus  A.  D.  431.  As  in  that  Act,  in  Tome  V.  of 
the  Royal  Edition  of  the  Councils,  Paris,  A.  D.  1644,  it  differs  from 
the  same  Creed  as  in  St.  Athanasius*  Epistle  to  Jovian^  in  column 
817,  tome  26,  of  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca,  only  as  follows: 

1.  It  has  not  ''the''  before  ''07ie  Lord  Jesus  Anointed'^ 

2.  It  has  not  ''both''  before  "in  tlie  heaven," 

3.  Like  the  form  in  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca,  tome  20,  column 
1540,  above  quoted,  it  has  "in"  before  "the  earth"  not  "on  the 
earth"  as  in  Athanasius. 

4.  It  has  not  "and"  before  '*  went  up" 

5.  It  omits  "or  created"  in  the  Anathema. 

Otherwise  it  is  exadlly  the  same  as  the  Nicene  Creed  in  Athan- 
asius' Epistle  to  Jovian  as  in  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca^  tome  26, 
column  817,  as  above. 

In  the  Royal  Edition  of  the  Church  Councils,  Tome  VIII.,  Paris, 
A.  D.  1644,  on  page  405,  we  find  the  Creed  of  Nicaea  again.  It  was 
read  publicly  in  Act  II.  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Synod.  It  agrees 
with  the  form  of  that  Creed  in  column  817,  of  tome  26,  of  Migne's 
Patrologia  Graeca  in  Athanasius'  Epistle  to  Jovian^  with  the  following 
exceptions  : 

1.  It  has  not  "the"  before  "o7ie  Lord." 

2.  It  has  "in"  before  "the  earth." 

3.  It  has  **  and"  before  "put  on  a  man.* 

4.  It  has  "and"  before  "went  up.'* 

5.  It  has  "and again"  before  " conteth.** 

6.  It  has  not  "or created"  in  the  Anathema. 

These  differences  are  evidently  cop3ast's  errors  somehow. 
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Yet  in  Act  V.,  of  the  same  Fourth  Council,  in  its  definition  we 
find  the  unusual  and  peculiar  form  of  the  Nicene  Creed  which  has  sc 
many  additions  from  the  Constantinopolitan  of  which  Hahn  speaks. 
See  below  in  Sedlion  2.  It  is  in  the  same  Tome  VIII.  of  the  Royal 
Edition,  on  pages  636,  637.  On  page  630  of  the  same  tome  we  read, 
**  The  things  which  follow  are  translated  from  Latin  into  Greek,^*  but 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  Definition  is  included  among  the  things  so 
translated.  If  it  were  we  might  suppose  a  corrupt  Latin  copy.  Sol 
must  confess  my  ignorance  why  the  form  of  the  Creed  cf  Nicaea  in 
the  Definition  of  Chalcedon  differs  so  much  from  that  in  its  Act 
Second.  Certainly  an  old  translation  of  that  Definition  into  Latin 
gives  the  Nicene  Creed  in  a  form  which  is  utterly  without  any 
additions  frji.i  l!ie  Constantinopolitan.     See  it  noted  below. 

Section  2. —  ]Ve  here  note  the   Variations  in  the  Greek   Text  of  the 
Nice  fie  Creed,  and  in  the  Latin  Tra?tslations  of  it  : 

Christian  W.  F.  Walch,  iu  his  Bibliotheca  Symbolica  Vetus  (Lem- 
goxdac,  A.  D.  1770),  pages  75-80,  gives  us  the  text  of  the  Nicene 
Creed  from  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Epistle  to  his  Paroedans,  that  is  to 
the  people  of  his  Diocese,  and  notes  the  differences  between  that  text 
here  and  there  and  others.  He  has,  however,  failed  to  accent  his 
Greek. 

Hahn,  in  his  Bibliothek  der  Symboie^  pages  78-81,  has  followed 
him,  but  abbreviates  some  of  his  notes  and  leaves  out  others.  He 
there  summarizes  the  places  where  texts  of  the  Creed  of  the  318  may 
be  found,  as  follows.  I  translate  from  his  German  and  Latin.  Writing 
on  the  text  given  by  himself,  Hahn  remarks  : 

'•  It  is  according  to  Eusebius,  in  his  Epistle  to  the  Caesareans  in 
Athanasius'  Epistle  on  the  DefiJiHion  of  the  Council  of  Nicaea^  Tome 
I.,  Part  I.,  edition  of  Montfaucon,  page  239,  whence  the  above  text 
is  taken.  Besides,  that  Epistle  of  Eusebius  [to  the  Caesareans]  is 
also  found  in  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  Histor}\  Book  I.,  Chapter 
XII.:  in  Socrates*  Ecclesiastical  History' ,  Book  I.,  Chapter  VIII.,  and 
in  Gelasius'  History  of  the  Niceiie  Council,  Book  II.,  Chapter  XXXV.; 
in  Mansi's  Tome  II,  page  916.  With  that  Eusebian  Recension  are 
also  to  be  compared  the  Recensions  of  the  Nicene  Formula  in  Atha- 
nasius* Epistle  to  fovian,  in  the  place  mentioned,  Part  II.,  page  781; 
in  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  IV.,  Chapter  III.;  in  So- 
crates* Ecclesiastical  History,  in  the  place'  mentioned ;  in   Basil  the 
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real's  Epistle,  CXXV.,  Tome  III.,  page  215,  of  the  Benedictine 
[ition  ;  in  Cyril  of  Alexandria's  Epistle  to  Anastasius,  in  Tome  V., 
irt  XL,  edition  of  Jo.  Aubert,  page  174,  and  in  Mansi's  Tome  V., 
ige  387  and  after ;  in  Gelasius,  in  the  place  mentioned,  in  Chapter 
XVI.;  in  Mansi's  Tome  II.,  page  878  and  after ;  Eutyches,  in  his 
tnfessional  Statement,  in  Mansi  in  the  Acts  of  the  Council  of  ChcUce- 
«,  Tome  VI.,  page  629;  in  Theodotns  of  Ancyra's  Book  Against 
'estorius,  edition  of  Combefis,  Paris,  A.  D.  1675,  page  24.  In  the 
ide  of  the  Canons  of  the  African  Church,  according  to  Justellus,  in 
ansi's  Tome  III.,  page  708,  and  besides  in  the  Acts  of  the  Council 
Ephesus,  Act  VI.,  there  is  a  form  [of  the  Nicene  Creed],  in  Mansi's 
ome  IV.,  page  1341  ;  and  there  are  two  forms  [of  it]  in  the  Acts  of 
e  Council  of  Chalcedon,  the  one  in  Act  II.,  Tome  VI.,  page  955^  the 
her,  which  is  less  true,  in  Act  V.,  Tome  VII.,  page  109;  there  is 
so  one  in  the  Acts  of  the  Sixth  Ecumenical  Council,  in  Act  XVIII., 
Mansi's  Tome  XL,  page  633  (the  Third  Council  of  Constantinople, 
the  following  notes).  Compare  Walch's  Bibliotheca  Symbolica, 
Lge  75  and  after,  where  he  specifies  with  great  diligence  the  litera- 
re  relating  to  the  topic,  and  compares  almost  all  the  other  Recen- 
>ns  with  the  Eusebian ;  and  on  page  87  and  after  he  has  given  the 
irious  readings  [of  the  Creed  of  Nicaea]  in  a  seemly  and  complete 
anner,"  Hahn  then  adds  that  in  his  own  notes  he  gives  the  more 
iportant  readings,  and  corrects  some  things  in  Walch's  statements. 

I  will  note  the  more  important  of  those  various  readings  in  Walch 
id  in  Hahn,  though  I  ought  to  say  at  the  start  that  they  are  mainly 
;rbal  merely,  and  do  not  affect  any  dogma.  Such  of  the  texts  as 
2re  written  after  the  adoption  of  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumeni- 
1  Council  show,  once  in  a  while,  that  the  transcriber,  in  quoting 
e  Nicene  from  memory,  adds  in  something  from  the  Constantino- 
ilitan,  or  omits  what  is  not  in  the  Constantinopolitan,  but  is  in  the 
icene.  The  form  in  Act  V.  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council,  that 
that  of  Chalcedon,  which  is  quoted  below,  follows,  in  some  places, 
e  Constantinopolitan,  not  the  Nicene. 

The  words,  *'  both  those  in  the  heaven  and  those  on  the  earth,''  are 
eking  in  Act  V.  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  probably  because  they 
e  not  in  the  Constantinopolitan,  and  so  the  transcriber  thought  tUey 
sre  not  in  the  Nicene. 

The  addition,  ''out  of  the  heavens,*" -snYiv^  is  found  in  AlCt  Y«  of 
e  Council  of  Chalcedon,  and  in  the  editions  of  Basil  ^ft^^  ^*  f«»?< 
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down,'^  is  not  found  there  in  the  manuscripts.     It  is  evidently  an  ad- 
dition from  the  Constantinopolitan. 

After  *'  iaok  on  flesh;'  the  Fifth  Act  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon 
adds,  *'  qf  ike  H&ly  Ghost  and  of  Mary  the  Virgin^'  evidently  fiom 
the  Constantinoi>olitan. 

Gelasius  of  Cyzicus,  in  the  place  above  mentioned,  pages  880  and 
916,  after  *'' suffered''  adds  **  buried"  from  the  Constantinopolitan. 

Act  V,  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  after  "^^  and  put  on  a  f^uui," 
adds,  exactly  as  in  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council, 
''Andwascrmc^edforus  under  Po7itius  Pilate y  and  suffered  and  was 
buried^'  and  just  below,  after  the  words  ''on  the  third  day^'  the  same 
Act  V,  <of  Chalcedon  adds  : 

''AecdmiiHg  to  the  Scriptures^'  as  in  the  Constantinopolitan. 

So  Gelasius,  in  the  place  above  mentioned,  page  880,  the  Code  of 
the  Cammx'ofike  African  Churchy  and  Act  V.  of  the  Councilof  Chal- 
cedon, jafter  **  «r^ie/  up  into  the  heavens,"  adds,  ''And  sUteth  at  the 
right  lumd<if  the  Father"  as  in  sense  in  the  Constantinopolitan,  and 
in  almost  exactly  or  in  exactly  the  same  words.  So,  in  sense,  we 
find  it  in  It3fte  Council  of  Ephesus  and  in  the  Third  Council  of  Con- 
stantinffifOe;,  A.  D.  680,  with  slight  change  in  the  wording. 

So  (Gelasius,  in  the  place  mentioned — the  Code  of  the  Canons  of 
the  Church  ^f  Af rial,  and  Acts  II.  and  V.  of  the  Council  of  Chaladon 
— with  " cometh"  add  "again"  from  the  Constantinopolitan,  and 
Act  v.  :adds,  as  in  the  Constantinopolitan,  "with  glory"  and  after 
thcwords  "  to  judge  the  living  and  the  dead"  it  subjoins,  "  of  His 
Kingdom  tthere  will  be  no  end"  as  in  the  Constantinopolitan. 

'Gelasius,  in  the  place  mentioned,  instead  of  "And  in  the  Holy 
Sfnrit, ' '  has  "And  in  His  Holy  Spirit,"  And  Act  V.  of  the  Council 
of  Chalcedon  has  instead,  "And  in  the  Holy  Spirit,  the  Lord ^  the  Life- 
Giver"  from  the  Constantinopolitan. 

I  would  add  that  the  Creed  of  the  318,  as  in  the  Definition  of  the 
Foairtli  Ecumemcai  Council,  in  Labb6  and  Cossart,  in  Hardouin  and 
in  Mansi,  in  the  additions  of  them  mentioned  below,  lacks  %  Tcntnm, 
thact  is  "or  created"  in  its  Anathema.  Hahn  does  not  note  that 
lack. 

Athanasius,  in  his  Epistle  to  fovian  ;  Socrates,  Gelasius,  on  page 
880;  IBasilithe*Great,  the  Code  of  the  Canons  of  the  African  Church, 
Theodfitufivof  Ancyra,  Eutyches,  and  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  in  its 
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Acts  II.  and  V.,  have,  in  the  Anathema,  instead  of  **  The  Universal 
Church^''  the  fuller  phrase,  **  The  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church,'* 
to  which  Socrates  adds,  *  *  0/  God. ' ' 

Gelasius,  on  page  916,  has,  **  The  Apostolic  and  Catholic  Church'' 
Theodoret,  in  both  places,  and  Socrates  once,  have,  *'  the  Holy  Uni- 
versal and  Apostolic  Church.'' 

The  Council  of  Ephesus  and  that  of  III.  Constantinople  have, 
**  The  Holy  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church  of  God." 

To  sum  up  as  to  the  readings  of  the  Greek  of  the  Creed  of  the 
318  in  the  Ecumenical  Councils  aforesaid.  There  is  very  little  in  the 
way  of  divergence  in  the  text  of  it,  as  in  the  First,  the  Second  and  the 
Fifth  Ecumenical  Council.  The  different  readings  above  specified 
refer  to  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council,  the  Fourth  and  the  Sixth,  as 
in  Mansi's  text. 

Let  us  glance  at  them. 

First,  as  to  the  Third  Synod  : 

St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  in  his  long  letter  to  Nestorius,  which 
has  the  A7/.  Chapters,  gives  the  Nicene  Creed.  It  is  found  in  Mansi's 
Concilia,  Tome  IV.,  column  1072.  It  was  read  in  Act  I.  of  the  Third 
Ecumenical  Council.  It  differs  from  Hahn*s  text,  as  on  pages  78-80 
of  his  Bibliothek  der  Symbole,  as  follows : 

1.  It  puts  T<5y /xoj/o/T/J  (that  is  ^' the  Sole-Bom")  next  after  rdv 
oldv  TOO  Oeoo  (that  is  after  *'the  Son  0/  God"),  whereas  Hahn  puts 
*' Sole- Bom"  (^^ovo^evi;)  without  rdv  (that  is  without  ''the")  after  U 
ToD  naTpo^  (that  is  after  ''out  of  the  Father"). 

2.  It  has  xdi  Q'  and")  before  havOpwiryjiravra  (that  is  before  "put 
on  a  man," 

3.  It  has  no  ««>  {"and")  before  ipx*h^>ov  (that  is  "cometh  "). 

4.  It  has  roTtvtoiuiro  aytov  (that  is  "the  Holy  Ghost"),  which 
differs  in  wording  a  little — not  at  all  in  sense — from  Hahn*s  text. 

5.  It  has  revo?  Q'  any")  before  onotndfftw^s  (**  subsiste^ice"). 

6.  It  omits  xTurrov  (that  is  "created")  in  the  Anathema. 

7.  It  has  xa>  dTzoiTToXixrj  ("  and  Apostolic")  towards  the  end  of  the 
Anathema. 

The  Creed  oLthe  318  was  read  in  Act  I.  of  the  Third  Ecumenical 
Council,  but  is  not  there  given  in  full  in  Mansi,  but  the  reader  is  re* 
ferted  to  it  o  ^  SMVi  Kr'''*^"  above. 
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Now,  second,  as  to  the  Fourth  Council: 

The  references  to  Act  V.  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon  (the  Fourth 
Ecumenical),  on  pages  79  and  80  of  Hahn's  Bibliothek  der  Symbole, 
are  to  the  Nicene  Creed  as,  in  Greek  and  Latin,  in  the  Definition  of 
Chalcedon.  Why  it  should  differ  so  much  from  that  Creed  of  the 
First  Ecumenical  Cotmdl  I  cannot  tell.  The  notes  on  it  in  Mansi's 
Concilia,  Tome  VII.,  columns  109  and  no,  tell  us  that  the  additions 
in  it  are  not  in  the  old  codexes. 

It  is  followed  in  Mansi,  Tome  VIL,  column  112,  by  the  Creed 
of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council. 

Remarkably  enough,  in  Act  II.  of  Chalcedon,  as  in  Mansi's 
Concilia,  Tome  VI.,  column  956,  the  Nicene  Creed  is  found  in  the 
common  form,  as  given  from  Eusebiusof  Caesarea  by  Hahn,  on  pages 
79  and  80,  except  that  it  has  xa^  before  i)fav0pw7nj4TavTa  and  ndAty  before 
ip^o/isvov,  and  TO  Kveufia  zd  dytov  instead  of  Hahn's  tJ  SyUov  irveD/ia,  and  tt 
omits  xTtfTTov  in  the  Anathema  at  the  end,  and  has  *a\  dnotrroXtxi^  be- 
fore its  final  word  ixxXr^tria, 

Or,  to  put  those  differences  into  English,  it  has : 

1.  ''And''  before  ''put  on  a  man,'' 

2.  •  'A^ain ' '  before  ' '  comelh. ' ' 

3.  It  has  a  different  wording  for  the  '^  Holy  Ghost ^'^  but  not  a 
different  sense. 

4.  It  has  "  and  Apostolic"  before  **  Church." 

The  form  in  that  Act  II.  professes  to  be  the  Creed  of  the  318. 
and  is  formally  given  as  such.  For  Cecropius,  Bishop  of  SebastopoUs, 
asks  for  the  reading  of  the  Creed  of  the  318  Holy  Fathers. 

In  response  we  read  : 

**The  most  glorious  Archons  and  the  most  ample  Senate  said. 
Let  there  be  read  what  was  set  forth  by  the  Three  Hundred  and 
-Eighteen  Holy  Fathers,  who  came  together  in  Nicaea. 

Eunomius,  the  most  reverent  Bishop  of  Nicomedia,  read  fix>m  a 
Book: 

*'  The  Statement  of  ike  Synod  held  at  Nicaea" 

Then  follows  the  Creed  of  the  318,  as  above  mentioned. 

Now,  third,  as  to  the  Sixth  Synod. 
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The  Nicene  Creed,  as  in  the  Definition  of  the  Sixth  Ecumenical 
Synod,  Act  XVIII.  (column  633  of  Tome  XI.  of  Mansi's  Concilia), 
differs  from  Hahu's  text : 

1.  It  has  xai  before  ivauOpatTcrj^Tavra  (that  is  *'  and**  before  "/«/ on 
a  man  '*). 

2.  It  adds,  ''and  sitteth  at  the  right  hand  of  the  Father y 

3.  In  the  Anathema  it  omits  ^  xrerrr»)>  (that  is  ''or  created*'),  and 

4.  At  the  end  it  has  roOrtfU^  d>aOsfiaTt!^£C  ij  tiyia  Ttrj  6soi)  xaihtXtxr,  xai 

dnoffroXtxi)  ixxXrjffia,  instead  of  Hahn's  Eusebius'  reading,  dvaOeiiartUt  r^ 

xaOoXtxij  ixxXr^aia  ;  that  is,  it  has  : 

**  These  the  Holy  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church  of  God  An- 
athematizes,*' instead  of  *'The  Universal  Church  Anathematizes.*' 

So  much  on  the  various  readings  of  the  different  Greek  texts 
of  the  Nicene  Creed. 

Sometimes,  in  the  editions  of  the  Councils,  only  the  beginning  of 
the  Creed  of  the  318,  and  of  that  of  the  150  of  the  Second  Synod,  is 
given.    For  instance,  we  read,  here  and  there,  the  Nicene  as  follows : 

'  *  We  believe  in  one  God,  the  Father  Almighty,  Maker  of  all  visible 
and  of  all  invisible  things,  etc.,**  the  rest  being  understood  while  the 
Nicene  Creed  was  still  in  common  use. 

I  have  thought  that  in  Act  V.  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Coimcil, 
and  in  Act  XVIII.  of  the  Sixth,  the  original  miglit  have  had  that 
only,  but  that  at  some  later  time,  when  the  Creed  of  the  150  had 
taken  the  place  of  that  of  the  318,  another  copyist  might  give  the  Creed 
of  the  318  in  full,  as  he  understood  it,  no  matter  how  mistakenly,  and 
that  hence  the  variations  from  the  original  form  of  it  might  have 
arisen.  The  Bishops  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council,  A.  D.  451, 
witness  in  their  exclamations  in  the  Council  that  it  was  the  Creed 
into  which  they  had  been  baptized,  and  into  which  they  baptized. 
And  so  it  must  have  remained,  the  Creed  still  taught  the  Catechumens. 
How  long  after  that  it  was  that  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical 
Council  supplanted  it  may  admit  of  some  doubt  (472).     But  we  know 

(472).  Swainson,  in  his  article  **  Creed,''  iu  Smith  and  Cheetham's  Die- 
lionary  0/  Christian  Antiquities,  tells  us,  from  Theodorus  Ledlor  (Hist.  EccL, 
p.  563)  that  Timotheus,  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  A.  D.  511,  ordered  "that  the 
Creed  should  be  recited   *   *   *   at  every  congregation,  whereas  preriously  it  had 
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that  the  Creed  of  the  150  was  used  at  the  Eucharist  in  Spain  in  A.  D. 
589,  and  that  that  was  the  custom  of  the  Oriental  Churches  before 

been  used  only  on  the  Thursday  before  Easter,  when  the  Bishops  catechized  the 
candidates  for  baptism."    Swainson  adds  that  the  order  speaks  of  **  the  Creed  of 
the  318,"  but  thinks  it  must  there  mean  the  Creed  of  the  150  Bishops  of  the  Second 
Ecumenical  Council.     But  to  the  Greek  of  that  day  the  words  would  mean,  as 
they  did  at  Chalcedon  only  about  sixty  years  before,  the  Creed  of  the  First  Ecn- 
meuical  Council.    The  reason  why  Swainson  thinks  that  the  Creed  of  the  150 
must  be  meant,  and  not  the  Niccne,  is  that  Timothy's  object  *' was  to  express  the 
continued  abhorence  which  the  Church  felt  for  the  teaching  of  Macedonins. '* 
From  that  language  of  his,  Swainson  seems  to  think  tliat  the  Macedonius  meant 
is  the  notorious  heretic  who  denied  the  Divinity  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  was 
made  Bishop  of  Constantinople  A.  D.  342  or  343,  and  that  Timothy  aimed  to 
oppose  his  errors  on  the  Spirit,  on  which  the  Constantinopohtan  Creed  is  fuller 
than  the  Nicene.    But  the  context  of  Theodore  Lector,  just  before,  shows  that 
not  he  but  the  Orthodox  Macedonius,  who  was  made  Bishop  of  Constantinople 
A.  D.  495,  is  intended.    He  was  exiled  by  the  Monophysite  Emperor  Anastasius, 
and  Timothy,  a  Monophysite  heretic,  was  put  into  his  place  in  A.  D.  511  by  that 
monarch.     Timothy  undoubtedly  ordered  the  Creed  of  the  318  to  be  recited,  as 
Theodorus  Lector  asserts — not  that  of  the  150.     The  Monophysite  party  were 
wont  to  assert  that  the  Orthodox  did  not  admit  the  Creed  of  the  318  because 
tliey  did  not  admit  their  heretical  Monophysite  sense  of  it.    There  was  no  dis- 
cussion between  the  Orthodox  and  the  Monophysites  as  to  the  Divinity  of  the 
Holy  Ghost,  for  both  admitted  it    Their  difference  was  on  the  two  Natures  of 
Christ,  on  which  the  Symbol  of  the  318  is  so  full.     Hence  the  passage  of  Theo- 
dorus Lector  relates  to  Macedonius,  who  was  made  Bishop  of  Constantinople  in 
A.  D.  495.     I  quote  the  passage  of  Theodorus  Lector  from  column  201,  Tome  86^ 
of  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca.    Translated,  it  is  as  follows : 

•'Timothy  contrived  that  the  S3rmbol  of  the  Faith  of  the  Three  Hundred 
and  Eighteen  Fathers  should  be  said  in  every  Church  gathering,  undoubtedly  to 
favor  a  slanderous  charge  against  Macedonius,  «s  though  he  did  not  receive  the 
Symbol,  it  having  been  said  before  once  a  year  [only]  on  the  Holy  Preparation 
Day  of  the  divine  suffering  [our  Good  Friday],  at  the  time  when  the  Catechetical 
instructions  were  given  by  the  Bishop.**  See  the  articles  in  Smith  and  Wace*s 
DiHionary  of  Christian  Biography^  on  **  Macedonius  (3)  II.,**  "Timotheus 
(24).**  Daniell's  article  on  the  latter  states  that  the  custom  of  saying  the  Creed 
at  every  service  has  been  ascribed  to  the  MonOphj-site  Peter  the  Fuller,  who  was 
the  intruding  Patriarch  of  Antioch,  A.  D.  471-488.  Indeed,  Nicephonis  Cal- 
listus  states  of  Theodorus  Lector  (column  208,  Tome  86,  of  Migne*s  PEUroiogia 
Graeca)  that  he  was  the  originator  of  that  good  custom,  and  also  of  the  idola- 
trous and  creature-serving  one  of  naming  the  Virgin  Mary  in  every  pni3rer.  Anr" 
it  was  no  wonder  that  the  creature-servers  who,  as  Monoph3rsite  heretics,  wor- 
shipped the  merely  created  humanity  of  Christ  as  God,  should  go  one  step 
further  and  name^  that  is,  I  think,  int'oke  here,  the  Virgin  Mary,  and  ao  con- 
trary to  Christ *s  own  prohibition  in  Matthew  IV.,  10,  give  an  act  of  religious 
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(473),  and  in  baptism  at  Rome  in  the  ninth  century,  for  a  Roman 
Baptismal  Order  of  about  that  date  has  the  Constantinopolitan — ^not 
the  Nicene  (474).  After  A.  D.  800,  when  the  Nicene  had  passed  out 
of  common  use  and  was  very  little  known  except  to  scholars,  a  com- 
mon copyist  would  very  naturally  get  it  confounded  with  the  Con- 
stantinopolitan, and  sometimes  would  lug  into  it  parts  of  the  Con- 
stantinopolitan, when  he  attempted  to  supply  the  words  which  might 
be  lacking  after  the  first  line  or  so  in  older  manuscripts,  and  from 

service  to  a  creature.  The  term  named  is  u^ed  in  the  sense  of  invoke  in 
Canon  XXXV.  of  Laodicea,  where  the  invocation  of  angels  is  forbidden. 

I  quote  Theodore  Ledlor's  language  in  column  208  of  Tome  86  of  Migne*s 
Pulrologia  Graeca,  as  reported  by  Nicephorus  Callistus.  It  is,  translated,  as 
follows : 

**  Theodore  Le<Slor  says  that  Peter  the  Fuller  contrived  that  the  sacred  oint- 
ment should  be  consecrated  in  the  Church  before  all  the  people,  and  that  the 
invocation  over  the  waters  at  the  Theophany  (our  Kpiphany,  Sophocles*  Greek 
Lexicon,  under  Otu^f.a)  should  be  performed  in  the  evening:  and  that  the 
Bringer  Forth  of  God  should  be  named  in  every  prayer  [or  perhaps  better  "«« 
every  service  of  prayer ^^^  Greek  kv  iKdortj  li'xv]  and  that  the  Creed  should  be  said 
in  every  meeting,**  [fv  ndag  Iw&^ei.']  The  name  of  the  Virgin  is  used  in  prayer 
in  the  public  services  now,  alas!  not  only  by  the  Monophysites  but  also  by  the 
Greeks,  but  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  said  *'  in  evety prayer,'*  though  it  is  said  in 
services  of  prayer  very  often.  At  what  time  the  Greeks  took  that  creature-wor- 
shipping sin  from  the  Monophysites,  I  can  not  say. 

The  author  of  Note  7,  column  209,  Tome  86  of  Migne*s  Palrologia  Graeca^ 
"understands  by  in  every  meeting**  above,  at  every  Eucharistic service,  though 
he  admits  that  the  expression  in  its  literal  sense  may  be  applied  to  any  meeting. 
Moreover,  referring  to  the  statement  above,  that  the  Monophysite  Timothy  had 
introduced  the  custom  of  so  reciting  the  Nicene  Creed,  he  thinks  both  that  state- 
ment and  this  may  be  reconciled  by  supposing  that  Peter  the  Fuller  first  insti- 
tuted it  at  Antioch,  and  that  it  was  afterwards  adopted  by  his  fellow-heretic 
Timothy,  for  Constantinople,  which  seems  a  rational  explanation.  That  note 
concludes:  ''Indeed,  those  rites  which  are  said  to  have  been  first  instituted  by 
the  Fuller,  were  not  used  at  once  by  all  churches,  but  in  the  course  of  time,  little 
by  little,  they  got  into  use.*'  Alas,  that  was  so  of  his  invoking  of  the  Virgin, 
which  brings  God*s  curse.  But  the  good  custom  of  reciting  the  Creed  at  every 
Eacharist  was  produ^ve  of  good. 

The  Monoph3r8ites  seem  often,  or  generally,  to  have  preferred  the  Creed  of 
the  318,  to  that  of  the  150  for  public  recitation.  For  instance,  the  Creed  com- 
monly used  by  the  Armenian  Monophysites  at  this  hour  is  that  of  the  318,  some- 
what added  to.    See  page  62  above. 

(473).    Id.,  page  491,  vol.  I.,  and  Canon  II.  of  Third  Toledo. 

(474).    Id.,  page  492,  vol.  I.    It  seems  to  me  that  the  existence  of  the  Con- 
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such  attempts  by  unscholarly  copyists  I  have  supposed  that  the  ad- 
ditions to  the  Creed  of  the  318,  in  Act  V.  of  Chalcedon,  and  in  Act 
XVIII.  of  the  Sixth  Ecumenical  Council,  might  have  come. 

Yet,  at  the  same  time,  it  must  be  admitted  that  those  who  drew 
up  the  Definition  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council,  and  those  who 
drew  up  that  of  the  Sixth,  could,  as  Ecumenical  Synods  representing 
the  whole  Church  and  under  the  influence  of  the  Holy  Spirit  prom- 
ised by  Christ  to  the  Universal  Apostolate,  have  added  in  their  Defi- 
nitions any  such  words  as  parts  of  the  Creed  in  said  Definition  as  they 
might  choose.  That  act  would  not,  of  course,  abolish  the  older  form 
put  forth  at  Nicaea  '\\x  A.  D.  325. 

On  examining  the  different  editions  of  the  Councils,  I  find  that 
in  the  Definition  in  Act  V.  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Council  the 
following  have  exactly  the  same  readings  of  the  Creed  of  the  318,. 
which  Hahn,  as  above,  mentions  as  not  in  the  form  of  it  as  given  by^ 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  nor  in  that  given  by  St.  Athanasius  in  his 
Epistle  to  Jovian  : 

1.  Labb6  and  Cossart,  Tome  IV.  (Paris,  A.  D.  1671),  colunm 

563. 

2.  Hardouin,  Tome  II.  (Paris,  A.  D.  1714),  column  453. 

3.  Mansi,  Tome  VII.  (Florentiae,  A.  D.  1762),  column  109. 


ptantinopolitan  Creed  in  the  Roman  Baptismal  Office  is  best  explained  by  the 
fact  that  afler  the  conquest  of  Rome  by  the  Eastern  Emperor  Justinian,  m  the 
sixth  century,  and  during  the  Greek  occupation,  in  centuries  VI.,  VII.  and  VIII., 
some  of  the  Bishops  of  that  city  were  Orientals,  and  as  by  their  time  the  Con- 
stantinopolitan  Creed  had  displaced  the  Nicene  in  the  Greek  Baptismal  Orders, 
and  as  they,  as  Greeks,  had  never  known  the  Roman  local  Creed,  called  the 
Apostles',  and  as  they  would  naturally  prefer  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumeni- 
cal Council  to  it,  as  being  of  universal  authority  and  use,  they  would  naturally 
introduce  it  into  the  Roman  Baptismal  Order,  the  more  especially  as  it  guards. 
the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  vastly  better  tlian  the  simple  Roman  Creed,  and  by 
the  profession  of  belief  in  the  *'one  Holy  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church^^^  it 
boimd  every  one  who  recited  it  from  his  heart,  in  the  sense  of  the  Universal 
Councils,  to  accept,  afler  A.  D.  553,  the  Five  Ecumenical  S>Tiods,  and  to  accept 
the  whole  Six  in  A.  D.  6S0,  when  the  Sixth  was  held.  It  is  strange  that  the 
Roman  local  Creed,  which  an  Anti-Trinitarian  can  sign,  and  which  the  heresi- 
archs  Arius  and  Macedonius  could  use,  should  still  be  used  in  any  professedly 
Trinitarian  Church  at  baptism.  It  really  does  not  ask  a  man  to  believe  in  the 
Trinity  at  all,  nor  in  the  "one  Baptism  for  the  remission  of  sins.*'  The  Con- 
stantinopolitan  does. 
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But  Baluze,  in  his  New  Collection  of  the  Councils  (Nova  CoUectio 
Conciliorum),  Tome  I.  (Paris,  A.  D.  1683),  columns  1389- 1392, 
gives  what  appears  to  be  an  old  Latin  version  of  the  Dejinitiofi  of  the 
Fourth  Ecumenical  Council.  The  Creed  of  the  318  in  it  diflFers  very 
widely  from  the  present  Greek  in  Labb6  and  Cossart,  in  Hardouin 
and  in  Mansi,  as  referred  to  last  above,  for  it  lacks  all  the  additions 
to  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  text,  and  to  Athanasius*,  found  in  those 
editions,  in  Act.  V.  of  Chalcedon,  and  noted  on  the  Creed  of  the  318 
by  Hahn.  It  lacks  also  **  God  out  of  God,  Light  out  of  Light''  and 
**  or  created''  in  the  Anathema,  which  we  find  in  Eusebius  and  in 
Athanasius,  and,  like  Athanasius,  has  in  the  Anathema,  ''and  Apos^ 
tolic"  before  *'  Church,"  This  implies  that  it  was  made  from  a  Greek 
text  of  the  Definition  of  Chalctrdon,  difierent,  so  far  as  the  Creed  of 
the  318  is  concerned,  from  that  which  we  now  find  in  Labb^  and 
Cossart,  Hardouin  and  Mansi,  in  the  places  of  their  editions  specified 
above,  and,  with  the  exception  of  the  omission  of  **  God  out  of  God, 
Light  out  of  Light"  and  ''or  created"  it  follows  the  sense  of  the 
Nicene  Creed  in  St.  Athanasius'  Epistle  to  fovian,  and  seems  to  have 
been  translated  from  a  copy  of  it  in  that  Definition  of  Chalcedon. 
Mansi,  Tome  VII.,  column  748,  gives  the  Definition  with  that  Creed 
as  in  Baluze,  as  above,  that  is,  without  the  additions  to  it  which  we 
find  in  the  editions  of  Labbd  and  Cossart,  Harduuiii  a:;d  Mansi,  in  Act 
V.  tf  Chalcedon.  He  tells  us,  in  column  746,  that  he  gives  the  Latin 
translation  of  the  Definition  of  Chalcedon,  which  contains  that  Creed 
of  the  318  from  **  three  old  codexes  in  the  Colbertine  Library"  From 
what  Baluze  writes  on  the  old  Latin  translation  of  the  Acts  of  the 
Fourth  Ecumenical  Council  {Baluze' s  New  Collection  of  the  Councils, 
Tome  I.,  column  953  and  after),  and  from  what  Man^i  says  in  his 
Councils  (Tome  VII.,  column  727),  I  have  doubted  whether  the 
Greek  additions  to  the  Creed  of  the  318,  in  Act  V.  of  Chalcedon,  do 
not  represent  a  later  Greek  text  of  th^^  Definition  of  Chalcedon  than 
that  from  which  was  made  the  old  Latin  translation  just  mentioned, 
which  has  not  those  additions.  Whether  Rusticus,  a  Deacon  of  the 
Roman  Church  in  the  sixth  century,  or  some  one  else  translated  them 
from  a  defective  Latin  translation  back  into  Greek,  I  know  not.  I 
can  not  account  for  them. 

Now  for  the  Variations  in  the  Latin  Translations  of  the  Greek. 

Walch,  on  pages  80-93  of  his  Bibliotheca  Symbolica  Vetus,  gives 
no  less  than  eleven  of  them. 


32 )  Chapter  VII. 


Of  them  all,  two  or  three  only  belong  to  the  fourth  century-,  and 
therefore,  as  being  the  most  ancient,  are  of  most  authority.  They 
are: 

1.  That  of  Hilar}*^  of  Poictiers  : 

2.  That  of  Lucifer  of  Cagliari  (both  of  the  fourth  century):  and 

3.  That  of  Rufinus  of  Aquileia.  Rufinus'  may  belong  to  the 
opening  years  of  the  fifth  at  the  latest. 

Translated  into  English,  they  read,  in  the  main,  like  one  or  the 
other  of  the  two  English  translations  just  given  above. 

The  differences  are  noted  below.  They  are  slight,  and  do  x\fi\, 
affect  doctrine.  They  are  mainly  merely  verbal.  Probabh-  most  or 
all  of  them  are  mere  copyists*  errors. 

Now  for  the  Chief  Variatio7is  of  the  Latin  Versions  from  HahtCs 
Eusebius'  Greek  text,  and  from  each  other,  I  include  the  eleven  Latin 
Versions  given  on  pages  80- 93  in  Walch. 

The  translation  of  Hilary  of  Poictiers,  made  in  the  fourth  cen- 
tur>',  has  simply  ""the  Catholic  Church"' — that  is,  of  course,  '"the 
Universal  Churchy  It  is  given  by  Hahn,  pages  80  and  Si  cf  his 
Bibliothek  der  Symbole,  and  by  WalclT  on  pages  80  and  Si  of  his 
Bibliotheca  Symbolica  Vetus,  That  is  the  only  one  of  the  eleven  Latin 
translations  that  has  precisely  '*  the  Catholic  Church ''  (**CathoIica 
Ecclesia") — that  is,  ''the  Universal  Church.'* 

Of  the  ten  remaining,  no  less  than  eight  have  exaclly  *  Catholic 
and  Apostolic  Church  *'  ("  Catholica  et  Apostolica Ecclesia  '')•  They 
are  Versions  II.,  III.,  VI.,  VII.,  VIII.,  IX.,  X.  and  XI. 

Translation  IV.  is  merely  a  quotation  from  the  Nicene  Creed  in 
an  Epistle  of  Pope  Leo  I.  to  the  Emperor  Leo.  It  is  not  exact  in 
every  part,  for  after  the  words  ''  of  one  substance  with  the  Father  ^^  it 
adds,  **  which  the  Greeks  call  o/xoorVtov,  *  *  and  it  omits  the  whole  of  the 
Anathema  at  the  end  of  the  Creed.  Walch,  on  page  84,  notes  that 
there  is  considerable  variety  in  the  readings,  both  in  the  printed  edi- 
tions and  in  the  manuscripts. 

Version  V.  has  "  the  Apostolic  Church,''  the  words  ''Catholic  and' 
being  omitted  by  a  copyist's  error. 

I  will  here  notice  a  little  more  at  length  the  eight  Latin  transla- 
tions which  have  **  the  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church  "  (Catholica  et 
Apostolica  Ecclesia). 
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The  old  Latin  Version  in  Lucifer  of  Cagliari,  of  the  fourth  cen- 
tury (Version  IL  inWalch),  has  ^^  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church'' 
(Catholica  et  Apostolica  Ecclesia,  Walch,  page  82).  Exadlly  the 
same  words  are  found  in  the  Latin  translation  of  Rufinus,  who 
flourished  in  the  same  century  (page  82  in  Walch;  Version  III.  there), 
and  in  a  Latin  Version  in  the  Code  of  the  African  Church,  which  was 
afterwards  recited  in  the  Council  of  Aix-la-Chapelle,  A.  D.  789 
(Walch,  page  86;  Version  VI.  there),  and  in  the  Latin  Version  of 
Epiphanius  Scholasticus  (Walch,  pages  86  and  87;  Version  VII. 
there),  and  in  an  old  Latin  translation  of  Act  II.  of  the  Council  of 
Chalcedon  (Walch,  pages  87  and  88;  Version  VIII.  there),  and  of 
Act.V.  of  the  same  Synod  (Walch,  pages  88  and  89;  Version  IX. 
there);  and  in  a  Latin  Version  in  the  Ancient  Latin  translation  of 
the  Canons  (pages  89  and  90  in  Walch;  Version  X.  there),  and  in  an 
old  Latin  Version  in  a  manuscript  of  Verona  (page  90  in  Walch; 
Version  XI.  there).    Those  are  the  eight  old  Latin  Versions. 

Besides,  an  old  Latin  translation  in  Marius  Mercator,  of  century 
v.,  given  in  Walch,  page  85 — Version  V.  there — ^has  ^'the  Apostolic 
Church''  (Apostolica  Ecclesia),  without  the  word  ^*  Universal'" 
(Catholica),  but  the  omission  of  the  latter  term  is  evidently  a  copyist's 
error. 

But  that  Version  is  quite  faulty.  For  instead  of  the  true  reading 
at  the  end, 

**  Or  who  assert  that  the  Son  of  God  is  a  Creature,  or  mutable 
or  convertible  [into  anything  else],  the  Universal  [and  Apostolic] 
Church  anathematizes,"  it  has  only, 

**  Or  who  assert  that  the  Son  is  visible  or  mutable,  the  Apostolic 
Church  anthematizes."  That  is  to  say,  in  those  few  words  the  fol- 
lowing omissions  occur: 

1.  **  O/God." 

2.  **^  Creature.'^ 

3.  ^^ Convertible^'^  and 

4.  **  Universal"  [and],  besides 

5.  '*  Visible  is  wrongly  added,  for  there  is  no  Greek  to  base  it  on. 
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Walch,  on  page  85,  remarks  on  that  I^tin  Version  : 

**It  utterly  departs  from  the  Greek  manuscripts  and  from  the 
rest  of  the  Latin  Versions.     We  suspect  that  the  singular  expression 

*  invisible  *  is  a  corruption  arising  from  the  fault  of  copyists,  and  that 
it  should  be  changed  to  *  convertible.'  *'  Walch  is  right.  The  trans- 
lation is  evidently  carelessly  made,  and  is  of  no  worth  in  this  place. 

Two  Latin  translations  elsewhere  of  the  Nicene  Creed  may  here 
be  noted. 

The  first  is  *  *  The  Forthsct  of  the  Nicene  Faith ^  front  a  manu- 
script  of  the  Colbertine  Library,  *  *  See  the  marginal  note  in  Hardotiin's 
Councils^  Tome  I.,  column  311.  That  Latin  Version  reads  as  follows 
at  the  end : 

^'Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church''  (Catholicaet  Apostolica  Ec- 

clesia). 

It  quotes  the  Greek  term  o/ioouffwv^  and  explains  it  in  Latin  lo 
mean,  **  of  the  same  substance  with  the  Father,'* 

So  it  quotes  the  Greek  word  Tf»E7rrdv  in  the  Anathema,  and  ex- 
plains it  to  mean  ''convertible  or  mutable." 

In  column  312,  Tome  I.,  of  Hardouin's  Concilia — ^that  is  in  the 
column  direAly  opposite  the  last  quoted  form  of  the  Nicene  Creed  in 
Latin — is  found  the  following  : 

•*  Here  beginneth  the  Faith  composed  at  Nicaea  by  the  3r8  be- 
lieving Bishops.**     Then  it  gives  it.      It,  like  the  last  above,  lias 

*  *  bom ' '  (natum)  instead  of  our  bad  rendering  *  *  begotten^  *  *  but  instead 
of  '  *  not  made '  *  after  it,  it  has  *  *  not  created. '  * 

It  tries,  but  imperfe<5lly,  to  give  ofiooutrtov  in  Latin  letters,  for  it 
leaves  out  an  ''o,"  but  it  explains  it  well  to  mean,  *'  of  ihe  same  sub-i 
stance  as  the  Father." 

Below  it  explains  rpeizroy  of  the  Anathema,  quoted  in  Greek  let- 
ters, to  mean  ''  convertible  or  mutable"  and  it,  like  the  last,  has  at 
the  end,  *'  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church"  (Catholica  et  Apostolica 
Ecclesia). 

This  last  Latin  translation  of  the  Nicene  Creed  is,  says  Hardouiu/ 
in  his  Concilia,  Tome  I.,  column  312,  margin,  "From  one  of  our 
manuscripts,  which  the  amanuensis  affirms  was  written  in  the  year 
of  Christ  800.  *• 

In  the  False  Decretals  of  Isidore  the  Creed  of  the  318  figures,  to 

I 
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me  extent,  in  its  usual  form  in  Latin,  and  with  matter  added  to 
orify  the  see  of  Rome. 

For  instance,  in  column  694,  Tome  I.,  of  Hardouin*s  Concilia^ 
ere  is  an  Epistle  purporting  to  be  from  Athanasius  and  the  Egyptian 
[shops  to  Pope  Liberius.  But  in  Hardouin,  Tome  I.,  column  694, 
.  the  margin,  the  following  remark  is  made  concerning  it  • 

**  //  is  also  spurious,'^     It  is  from  the  ColUnion  of  Isidore, 

It  contains  what  purports  to  be  the  Creed  of  Athanasius  and  the 
ishops,  who,  with  him,  profess  to  be  the  authors  of  the  letter  or 
)istle.  It  is  the  Nicene  Creed.  At  the  end  of  the  Anathema  it 
IS,  ''the  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church''  (Catholica  et  Apostolica, 
cclesia). 

In  the  margin,  diredll}'  opposite  the  above,  and  on  it,  occurs  the 
atement  that,  **//  is  the  Nicene  Creeds  in  Rufnus'  translation^ 
hat  translatioivis  the  Hid.  in  Walch,  and  is  remarked  on  above. 

After  that  Anathema  the  spurious  Isidore  adds,  in  the  epistle 
irporting  to  be  that  of  Athanasius  and  the  Egyptian  Bishops  : 

**  That  venerable  Faith  the  Three  Hundred  and  Eighteen  Fathers 
knowledged  and  embraced,  and  in  harmony  and  unanimously  ex- 
ained  in  writings.*' 

I:i  column  695,  Tome  I.,  of  Hardouin's  Concilia^  will  be  found 
hat  claims  to  be  an  answer  of  Pope  Liberius  to  the  same  persons, 
at  Hardouin,  in  the  margin  of  column  695,  Tome  J.,  of  the  Concilia, 
marks  of  it :  **  It  is  likewise  spurious ;  it  is  from  the  CoUecflion  of 
idore.'*  That  forged  epistle  represents  Pope  Liberius  as  formally 
)proving  the  Nicene  Creed,  and  as  forbidding  any  one  to  bring  for- 
ard,  or  to  write,  or  to  compose,  or  to  hold,  or  to  teach  otherwise 
.an  it  does,  or  to  hold  anything  in  faith,  or  to  bring  forward  any- 
ing  if  it  opposes  the  rules  of  the  Fathers.  Then,  in  about  the 
nguage  of  Canon  VII.  of  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council,  it  forbids 
I  compose,  or  to  bring  forward,  or  to  deliver  any  other  Creed  to 
ose  desiring  to  turn  into  the  way  of  truth  from  any  heresy  whatso- 
er,  or  to  turn  from  Judaism  or  Paganism  to  become  Christians, 
ider  penalty  of  deposition  if  they  are  clerics,  or  of  anathema  if  they 
e  monks  or  laymen.  The  forger  who  wrote  that  epistle  here  ascribes 
e  prohibition,  which  was  really  put  forth  by  the  Council  of  Ephesus 
•  D.  431,  to  Nicaea  A.  D.  325,  and  to  Pope  Liberius,  who  died 
.  D.  366. 
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But,  as  has  bceu  said,  the  variations  in  the  text  do  not  affect  anj 
dogma.  Indeed,  they  are  ahnost  all  confined  to  faulty  and  uncritical 
manuscripts.  The  great  bulk  of  the  manuscripts  and  the  oldest  Latin 
translations  are  overwhelmingly  for  the  common  Greek  text.  Indeed, 
the  others  are  not  worthy  of  being  mentioned.  The  only  important 
variation  in  the  good  and  authoritative  manuscripts  is  as  to  the  uroids 
'"and  Apostolic''  in  the  Anathema;  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Greek 
text,  and  Hilary  of  Poictiers'  Latin  Version  reje<5ling  them,  and  St 
Athauasius*  Greek,  and  Lucifer  of  Cagliari's  Latin,  and  Rufinos* 
Latin  having  them. 

As  both  Eusebius  and  St.  Athanasius  were  present  at  the  CouncS 
of  Xicaea,  and  as  Hilary  of  Poictiers  and  Lucifer  of  Cagliari  were 
their  contemporaries,  and  adlive  in  the  Arian  struggle ;  and  as 
Jerome  lived  in  the  same  fourth  centur>%  it  is  not  easy  to  decide 
which  text  is  he:>t  as  to  those  two  words. 

Yet  we  would  naturally  suppose,  as  to  the  Greek,  that  if  the 
question  were  only  as  to  which  of  the  two  above  mentioned  as  giving 
it  is  the  more  authoritative,  the  authority  of  the  Orthodox  Atha- 
nasius would  outweigh  that  of  the  Arian  Eusebius  of  Caesarea.  I 
would  prefer,  therefore,  to  read  in  the  Anathema,  **  The  Universal 
and  Apostolic  Church  anathematizes ;''  not  **  The  Universal  Churdk 
a  nathematizes. '  * 

The  translation  of  Hilary  seems  to  be  made  from  the  Greek  d 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  for  it  agrees  with  it  in  every  chief  thing,  excefC 
that  the  text  given  by  Walch  omits  the  word  ^'created,'*  I  suspect 
by  a  copyist's  error,  the  more  so  as  Walch,  on  page  8r,  remark  III., 
witnesses  that  the  manuscripts  of  Hilary  vary  as  to  the  Creed  of  the 

318.  • 

The  Latin  translation  of  Lucifer  of  Cagliari  and  that  of  Rufinns 

seem  to  have  been  translated  from  the  text  of  St.  Athanasius'  EpisS^ 

to  Jovian,  and  they  differ  from  Hilary's  Version  mainly  in  the  fiKi 

that,  like  Athanasius,  they  have  '' arid  Apostolic''  between  *•  Catholk^'^ 

and  **  Church"  in  the  Anathema. 

Section  3. —  We  come  now  to  speak  of  Gela^ius  of  Cyzicus^  and  of  hi 
work  on  the  Nicene  Council,  and  to  show  its  unreliability, 

Gelasius  of  Cyzicus,  of  the  last  half  of  the  fifth  century,  of  whod 
we  have  spoken  on  page  267  above,  is  so  late  as  to  be  of  little  use  on 
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importance  as  to  the  text  of  the  Creed  of  Nicaea.  Besides,  his  own 
language  shows  that  he  was  tindlured  and  tainted  with  creature- 
worship.  For  instance,  in  the  preface  to  his  work  on  Nicaea  he  calls 
Mary  *  *  the  all-reverend  and  Holy  Virgin  Mary,'  *  Here  the  expression 
**  all-reverend,''  if  taken  in  its  plain  sense,  is  clearly  creature-ser\dng 
and  idolatrous.  We  see  here  that  the  period  of  paganizing  and  the 
ctunse  had  already  come  in,  and  the  punishment  was  preparing  in 
Chosroes  the  Persian,  and  the  Goths  and  others ;  and,  when  no  re- 
pentance came,  in  Mohammed  the  Saracen.  Only  think  of  it,  a  mere 
creature  is  ^'all-reverend,"  and  God  is  only  ''reverend."  And  the 
Patriarch  of  Constantinople,  in  the  Greek  Church,  is  adlually  ad- 
dressed as  **  Your  All-Holiness  "  whereas  God  is  called  merely 
*^  Holy."     Surely  every  Christian  heart.  East  and  West,  should  be 

pained  at  such  extravagant  and  wrong  titles  to  creatures,  and  reform 
them. 

Again,  he  calls  the  rule  of  truth  set  forth  in  the  Scriptures,  **  to 

be  bowed  to" — that  is,  "adorable" — (jzpoiTxuvrfTosi)  which  is  creature- 
serving  language,  for  the  Scriptures  and  their  doArine  are  to  be 
obeyed,  not  to  be  adored,  that  is,  not  to  be  bowed  to,  for  all  bowing, 
that  is,  adoration,  is  prerogative  to  Almighty  God,  for  it  is  an  act  of 
religious  service.  For  Christ  says  plainly,  in  Matthew  IV.,  lo, 
**  Thou  shall  bow  to  the  Lord,  thy  God,  and  Him  only  shall  thou  serve" 
Of  course  all  worship  of  the  Scriptures,  or  of  any  rule  or  gift  in  them, 
though  defended  by  paganizers,  on  the  plea  of  relative  worship,  is 
plainly  heathen,  for  that  excuse  of  relative  worship  is  the  constant 
plea  of  the  pagans  for  their  bowing  to  their  images,  altars,  relics, 
sacred  books  and  othei:  mere  things.     So,  in  the  same  place,  he  calls 

the  rule  of  Christian  preaching  "adorable,"  which,  of  course,  is  pagan 
language. 

Gelasius  shows  the  most  utter  ignorance  of  the  real  charadler  of 

the  Arian,  Kusebius  of  Nicaea ;  for  whereas  all  the  facts  show  that 
he  was  a  chief  friend  of  the  heresiarch  Arius  and  a  sharer  of  his  errors 
against  the  Divinity  of  the  Son  of  God,  he  makes  him  Arius'  foe.  For 
in  his  AUs  of  the  Nicene  Council,  Book  II.,  Chapter  I.,  in  defending 
the  Orthodoxy  of  Kusebius  of  Caesarea,  he  writes,  foolishly,  the  fol- 
lowing error  : 

**  His  strivings  in  the  Synod  held  in  the  city  of  the  Nicaeans, 
against  the  impiety  of  Arius,  and  in  behalf  of  the  Apostolic  and 
Orthodox  Faith,  exhibit  his  Orthodoxy." 

His  strivings  there  were  really  against  Orthodoxy. 
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Venables,  in  his  article  '' Gelasius  of  Cysdcus^*^  in  Smith  and 
Wace's  Diilionary  of  Christian  Biography^  shows  that  the  Anglica 
Cave  and  the  Latins  Dupin  and  Natalis  Alexander  witness  to  the 
blunders  and  errors  of  that  writer,  and  the  list  of  those  who  censme 
him  as  unreliable  might  be  much  extended,  for  it  includes  the  scholar 
ship  of  the  Christian  world.  For  that  reason  I  can  make  but  littk 
use  of  him.  My  own  judgment  agrees  with  that  of  Natalis  Alex- 
ander, as  quoted  by  Venables  below,  in  his  article  on  Gcletsius^ 

In  that  article  Venables,  referring  to  the  notion  that  Gelasins 
based  part  of  his  account  on  another  statement  on  Nicaea,  writes : 

**  But  either  the  original  document  must  have  been  most  untrust- 
worthy, belonging  rather  to  the  domain  of  fi'ftion  than  fact,  or  Gelasitis 
himself  must  have  so  overlaid  it  with  the  inventions  of  his  own  imagin- 
ation that,  as  an  historical  authority,  it  is  almost  worthless.  The 
prolix  disputations  and  lengthy  orations,  of  which  it  is  full,  as  Cave 
has  justly  remarked,  are  evidently  the  writer's  own  composition. 
Dupin*s  verdict  is  still  more  severe.  He  calls  Gelasius  *  a  sorry  com- 
piler, who  gathered  all  he  met  with  relating  to  his  subject^  both  bad  and 
good,  7vithout  examining  whether  it  was  true  or  false,  ^  His  work  is 
little  more  than  a  compilation  from  the  ecclesiastical  histories  of 
Eusebius,  Socrates,  Sozomen  and  Theodoret,  to  which  he  has  added 
little  but  what  is  very  doubtful  or  manifestly  untrue.  *  There  is 
neither  order  in  his  narrative,  ?ior  exactness  in  his  obsen^aiions^  nor 
elegance  in  his  language,  nor  judgment  in  his  seleftion  of  falls ^  nor 
good  sense  in  his  judgments,'  As  instances  of  his  untrustworthiness, 
we  may  mention  that  he  states  that  the  Council  was  summoned  b)' 
Pope  Sylvester,  and  that  Hosius  of  Cordova  presided  as  his  delegate, 
and  devotes  many  chapters  (Lib.  II.,  C.  11-24)  to  disputations  on  | 
the  Divinity  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  which  had  not,  at  the  time,  become  < 
subject  of  controversy  at  all. 

*'  Natalis  Alexander  also  condemns  the  work  as  being  *  levissimi 
ponderis*  [that  is  '  of  very  little  weight ''\,  except  when  confirmed  by 
other  authorities,  and  says  of  it,  *  scatet  erroribus  *  [that  is,  *  ii  abounds 
in  errors '\     EccL  Hist,,  Saec.  IV.,  dissert.  13." 

Besides,  he  makes  Rufinus  of  Aquileia,  seemingly,  to  be  a  Roman 
presbyter,  and  present  at  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  though  he  was  not 
bom  till  about  A.  D.  345 — ^that  is  about  twenty  years  after  Nicaea 
was  heH.     And  Ffoulkcs,  in  his  article,   '^  Nicaea^  Councils  of*  vi 
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Smith  and  QhtoXhdLXJi' s  Di^iopiary  of  Christian  Antiquities  in  a  passage 
quoted  below,  speaks  of  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus  as  *  *  a  writer  of  the  poorest 
credit^  who  makes  Constantinople  the  seat  of  empire  when  the  Council 
met  J*'  The  fact  is,  the  city  was  not  consecrated  till  May  11,  330 
(page  632  of  Volume  I.  of  Smith  and  Wace's  DiHionar}*  of  Christian 
Biography), 

Gelasius*  work  on  Nicaea  is  in  three  books.  The  first  is  really 
not  on  the  Council,  for  it  merely  narrates  the  life  of  Constantine,  the 
Emperor,  *' until,"  remarks  Venables,  **his  vidlory  over  Licinius,** 
which  was  before  A.  D.  325,  the  date  of  the  Council  of  Nicaea. 

The  second  book  of  Gelasius  does  treat  of  Nicaea,  and  Venables 
says  of  it : 

**The  second  book,  in  thirty-six  chapters,  comprehends  the  his- 
tory of  the  Council,  embellished  with  imaginary  speeches  and  dis- 
cussions between  the  Bishops  and  heathen  philosophers  that  can 
never  have  taken  place.  *  *  *  *  The  prolix  narrative  of  the 
debates  between  Phaedo,  a  heathen  philosopher  holding  Arian.  opin- 
ions, and  the  most  learned  members  of  the  Council — Eustathius, 
Hosius,  Eusebius,  etc. — is  stamped  by  Valesius  {Atmot,  in  Socr.,  H. 
E.  I.,  8)  as  decidedly  supposititious.  The  acquaintance  with  theology 
and  familiarity  with  the  Holy  Scriptures  shown  in  Phaedo' s  argu- 
ments exceeds  all  probability.  De  Broglie  is  probably  correct  in 
regarding  these  discussions  as  specimens  of  Christian  declamations, 
written  as  literary  exercises,  but  not  with  any  deliberate  intention  to 
deceive,  but  accepted  as  authority  by  the  uncritical  compiler  (Z.*  ^glise 
eit  Empire,  II.,  23). '» 

Incidentally,  I  would  remark  that  Hefele,  a  Romanist,  mentions 
a  fact  worth  noting.  It  is  that  the  third  of  Gelasius'  three  books  on 
the  Council  of  Nicaea  has  been  tampered  with.     For  he  states  of  it : 

**The  third  [book]  is  wholly  composed  of  three  letters  of  Con- 
stantine's ;  but  we  may  presume  that  it  was  formerly  larger,  and 
contained  particularly  the  accotmt  of  Constantine* s  baptism,  which 
Photius  borrowed  from  Gelasius,  but  which  was  subsequently  muti- 
lated, in  order  that  the  honor  of  having  been  the  place  where  the 
great  Emperor  received  baptism  might  not  be  taken  from  the  city  of 
Rome.  However,  no  sort  of  proof  is  given  in  support  of  this  sus- 
jricion'*  (Hefele's  Councils,  Volume  I.,  page  265). 

I  would  say  that  so  much  of  that  cutting  off  and  adding  to  has 
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been  done  in  the  interest  of  Rome  that  the  suspicion  seems  natural 
that  the  excision  here  has  been  done  for  her. 

Was  the  making  of  Hosius,  in  Gelasius,  a  representative  of  Rome, 
contrary  to  the  earlier  writers,  an  addition  made  by  some  one  later 
than  Gelasius  in  the  interest  of  Rome  ? 

Gelasius  bears  witness,  however,  to  the  Scripturalness  of  the 
Creed  of  Nicaea,  and  that  again  and  again.  For  instance,  in  the 
preface  before  Book  I.  he  mentions  *'  Our  Holy  and  Orthodox  Faith, 
which  at  the  first  from  the  Holy  Apostles  and  our  Holy  Fathers  *  *  * 
who  were  assembled  in  the  city  of  the  Nicaeans,  has  flourished  in  the 
Church  of  God,  our  Mother''  (475). 

Below  he  refers  to  Nicaea  as  **  that  Holy  Synod  on  behalf  of  the 
rule  of  the  same  Holy  and  Apostolic  Faith,  which  the  Church  of  God 
has  received  neither  from  menjior  by  men,  but  from  the  Saviour  of  us 
all  Himself  and  God,  fesus  Christ,'' 

In  Chapter  IX.  of  Book  I.,  Gelasius,  though  himself  not  sound 
in  some  of  his  expressions,  nevertheless  shows  that  he  has  not  for- 
gotten that  one  of  the  grievous  parts  of  Arius*  heresy  was  its  creature- 
worship.  For,  speaking,  in  Chapter  IX.  of  Book  I.  of  his  work,  of 
his  intention  to  write  on  the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  he  says : 

'*  These  matters  Eusebius  Pamphili,  in  all  respedls  very  excel- 
lent (476),  has  put  together. in  the  ninth  book  of  his  Ecclesiastical 
History,  from  whose  labors,  as  I  have  already  said,  and  from  those  of 
others,  I  select  and  compile,  in  a  brief  form,  this  book,  with  the 
greatest  zeal  hastening  the  narrative  to  the  lofty  and  bright-appear- 
ing, the  Holy  and  Divine  Mountain  ('^/'"O  of  the  Apostolic  and  excel- 
lent Synod  of  the  Priests  of  God  at  Nicaea ;  especially  when  I  see 
the  prophet  taking  me  by  the  hand  and  urging  me  forward.  **  Come, 
ye,"  says  he,  ''  and  let  us  go  up  to  the  Mountain  (opo^)  of  the  Lord,  to 

(475-)  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus,  Volumen  Adorum  Concilii  Nicaeni,  Lib.  /., 
praefat,  speaks  of  the  Nicene  Faith  as  the  Faith  of  the  Apostles  :  A/o  ravra  Koi 
(W*  oAAa  :ro?./a  Kivr/Hhra  Kara  r//f  dyia^  Kai  bftl^ofio^ov  rriareug  ly^otr,  r//f  di'eicadev  ix  re  tuv 
dyiuv  aTToordAuv  Kill  r€)V  TZfutppi/Skirruv  dyiuv  f)uL)v  Trarrpov  tC)V  tv  ry  "Stnaiuv  ovveiXeyuiwM, 
iv  ry  Tov  Qtoh  tKK/j/aia  rij  lu/rpl  ijuCiv  Tro/.i-evouh'T^g,  kt?., 

(476.)  A  lamentable  proof  of  Gelasius'  ignorance  of  the  pronounced  and 
inveterate  Arianism  to  the  last  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea.  Had  he  read  Athanasius 
more  he  would  have  ascertained  the  fadls. 
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the  House  of  the  God  of  Jacob;  and  He  will  teach  us  of  His  ways^  and 
we  will  walk  in  His  paths,  for  out  of  Zion  shall  go  forth  the  Law,  and 
the  word  of  the  Lord  from  Jerusalem'^  iAli)- 

For  truly  Zion  and  Jerusalem  and  a  very  high  Mountain  (o/ooj^) 
of  the  Lord,  and  a  House  of  the  God  of  Jacob  is  that  Divine  crowd 
of  the  Orthodox  Priests  of  God,  who,  with  the  Holy  Ghost  (;rvey/xarc 
<^r«V)»  examined  and  defined,  by  means  of  the  writings  of  the  Prophets, 
and  the  Evangelists,  and  the  Apostles,  concerning  the  Word  of  Life 
— that  is,  the  Son  of  God — that  He  is  truly  increate  in  the  nature  of 
the  Godhead,  and  that  He  is  not  a  creature,  as  the  God- Fighter  and 
impious  Arius  blasphemes  against  Him,  and  that  He  is  of  the  same 
substance  as  the  Father  who  brought  Him  forth  before  all  the  worlds, 
and  of  the  same  nature ;  and  they  showed,  likewise,  most  clearly  that 
the  Holy  Ghost  is  of  the  same  Divinity  and  Substance  as  the  Father 
and  the  Son.  And  truly  a  lofty  Mountain  (o/>''9)  of  God  is  this  ador- 
able (478)  and  holy  rule  ('V^O  of  ^^  blameless  faith,  which,  as  our 
preceding  discourse  has  shown,  was  given  to  us  by  the  I<ord  him- 
self through  the  Apostles,  and  now  is  made  clear  by  means  of  His 
Priests  by  testimonies  of  Scripture  at  Nicaea  (479). 

Section  4. —  We  inquire  whether  any  Declarative  Creed  preceded  the 
Nicene, 

By  Declarative  Creed  I  mean  a  Creed  in  Creed  form,  as  distinct 
from  the  Baptismal  Questions  and  Answers. 

Answer, — Yes ;  that  of  Gregory  Thaumaturgus  did  ;  but  its  use 
was  merely  local.      And  as  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  in  his  Catechetical 
Lectures,  delivered  A.  D.  348  or  349,  speaks  of  a  giving  of  a  Symbol, 
and  its  return  in  the  Church  of  Jerusalem  (480),  and  as  Rufinus 

(477.)    Isaiah,  II.,  3. 

(478.)  Here  we  have  a  paganized  expression,  for  God  alone  is  to  be  adored 
(Matt,  IV.,  10). 

(479.)  Ka2  akffiin^  v^Tmv  6pog  0eoi>,  &v<j8rv  ifuv,  KoBa  7rpotA/j?juoev  6  PuJyof,  nap* 
avTov  rov  Kvpiov  Sut  tuv  anoardTjjv  SoSelc,  koI  virv  6td  ruv  avrov  hpiuv  Kard  ri/v  "SuctUuv 
ypa^Kaig  ftaprvpiaig  rpavudeif,  6  irpoOKwr/rbc  ovro^  naX  ayto^  r^q  dfiufit/rov  mareu^  bpoc, 

(480.)  Sec  Cyril  Hierosol,  Catech,  V.,  Sect.  12,  and  Catcch,  XVIII.,  Sect 
21.  Cyril  does  not,  however,  use  the  term  Symbol  (2i'//;3oP.w)  in  either  place,  but 
the  context  shows  that  a  Declarative  Creed  is  meant,  for  it  is  traditioned — that 
is,  delivered — and  returned,  and  the  Creed  traditioned  was  always  Declarative* 
In  the  first  reference  Cyril  terms  the  Creed,  'Icriv  iv  ftn^on  hal  iirayytXiq  (** Faiths 
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refers  to  a  Declarative  Creed — the  so-called  Apostolic — as  in  use  at 
Rome  from  the  earliest  times,  it  is  fair  to  conclude  that  such  Creeds 
existed  before  Nicaea — probably  each  Church  had  its  own — ^though, 
except  Gregor>''s,  they  do  not  appear  in  any  ante-Nicene  writing, 
because  of  the  rule  of  reser^'e  which  prevailed  on  such  matters. 

Section  5. — Does  any  author  of  a  date  anterior  to  Nicaea^  A.  D,  32$^ 
give  any  such  Creed  f 

No  ;  we  know  of  none.  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  and  Rufinus,  wrote 
after  that  date,  though  their  language  and  the  language  of  other  early 
writers  would  lead  us  to  infer  that  each  of  those  Churches  had  its 
own  local  Creed  before  Nicaea,  and  that  in  fact  everj'  Church  had  its 
owTi  local  Creed  ;  for  such  a  Creed  would  be  naturally  called  for,  for 
convenience  in  instrudling  Catechumens  and  in  fortifying  the  minds 
of  the  baptized,  and  in  keeping  the  chief  truths  of  the  Gospel  in  their 
minds. 

They  were  probably  based  largely  on  the  Scriptural  teaching  as 
to  the  Father,  the  Son  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  into  whom  the  Cate- 
chumen was  to  be  baptized  (Matt.,  XXVIII.,  19)  in  the  Uni\'ersal 
Church,  into  which  they  were  admitted  by  baptism  ;  in  the  one  bap- 
tism for  the  remissioji  of  sins,  which  he  was  about  to  receive  ;  into  the 
resurre<5lion  of  the  dead,  which  the  emersion  of  the  primitive  trine 
emersion  shadowed  forth  (Romans,  VI.,  5;  Colossians,  II.,  12),  as 
understood  and  explained  by  the  early  Fathers  (481)  ;  and  the  life  of 
the  world  to  come,  which  belongs  only  to  the  baptized. 

in  the/onn  of  a  Lesson  and  a  Declaration  "),  and  in  the  last  reference  he  terms 
it  distin<5lly,  ''the  Declaration  of  the  Faith/'  For  he  calls  upon  the  candidates 
for  baptism  to  return  the  Faith  thus :  **And  let  the  Declaration  of  the  Faith, 
afler  it  has  been  again  recited  to  you  by  us,  be  returned  and  recited  by  you  from 
memory,  wilh  all  care,  word  for  word''  (Ka<  ra'vra  ftev  upr/aSuj  irpdc  av66ei^tv  rr,^ 
Tcji'  veKpuv  avaardapug,  r/  Kai  rf/g  Tiareo^  'Y^Tzayyf'Xia,  t^^ip  vfilv  v^*  ^fiCiV  Injftclaa,  fiera 
a-Tovi^f/g  -aatiq  krrl  TJ^tiog  abrf/g  i^'  vfiuv  a7ra}-}e?J<j(k>  re  Kal  fivr/fiovev^a6u).  So  Catech, 
XI.,  Sect.  I,  and  Catech.  XVII.,  Sect  3,  and  Catech.  XVIII.,  Sect  28.  See 
Touttce's  note  "^**  on  the  reference  to  Catech.  V.,  Sect  12.  Yet  Cyril  uses 'H 
n.(7r/f  in  these  LeHures,  in  the  sense  of  Creed,  again  and  again.  See,  in  proof, 
Catech.  IX.,  Sect  4;  Catech.  X.,  Sect  4 ;  Catech.  XIV.,  Sect  24  and  27 ;  Catech. 
XV.,  Sect  2,  and  Catech.  XVIII.,  Sect  22  and  26.  These,  so  far  as  we  have 
seen,  are  the  only  terms  applied  by  Cyril  to  the  Creed  of  Jerusalem. 

( 48 1 . )    See  passages  of  the  Fathers  quoted  in  Chrystal  *s  History  of  the  Modes 
0/ Baptism,  pages  47-52,  61,  62,  70,  71,  72,  76,  77,  etc 
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As,  after  A.  D.  325,  the  Ecumenical  Creed  of  Nicaea  seems  to 
have  supplanted  such  merely  local  Declarative  Creeds  in  the  East, 
they  seem  to  have  been  gradually  laid  aside  and  lost  sight  of.  How- 
ever, Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  in  his  Catechetical  Lectures,  has  preserved  to 
us  some  clauses  of  the  Creed  in  use  there  in  A.  D.  347,  348  or  349 ; 
and  Cassian,  as  we  show  elsewhere,  has  told  us  of  some  parts  of  the 
Creed  of  Antioch,  in  the  latter  part  of  the  fourth  century  or  the  be- 
ginning of  the  fifth.  But  the  Acts  of  the  Ecumenical  Council  of 
Chalcedon,  A.  D.  451,  show  that  the  common  creed,  into  which  the 
Oriental  prelates  had  been  baptized,  and  into  which  they  baptized, 
was  the  Nicene.  But  the  case  was  different  in  the  West,  where  the 
old  short  Roman  baptismal  Creed  remained  as  such,  and  was  ampli- 
fied as  the  centuries  rolled  on,  till  it  reached  its  present  form,  as 
Heurlley,  in  his  Hannonia  Symbolica,  shows,  about  A.  D.  750  (482). 
Because  it  remained  as  the  Occidental  Baptismal  Creed,  we  know 
more  of  its  ante-Nicene  form  than  we  do  of  the  ante-Nicene  forms  of 
the  different  local  Creeds  of  the  Orient.  Bingham,  in  his  Antiquities, 
Book  II.,  Chapter  VI.,  Section  3,  argues  that  in  the  early  times  every 
Bishop  was  at  liberty  to  frame  his  own  local  Creed  in  his  own  words, 
so  long  as  he  kept  to  the  Orthodox  faith. 

The  Roman  Creed  is  first  found  in  the  Aquileian  form  in  Rufinus, 
about  A.  D.  390. 

There  is  an  early  document  which  may  refer  to  the  Occidental 

Creed,  but  even  that  is  after  Nicaea.     I  mean  Marcellus'  Confession. 

Charles  A.  Heurtley,  D.  D.,  Margaret  Professor  of  Dignity  and 
Canon  of  Christ  Church",  in  his  Hamionia  Symbolica,  a  Collenioti  of 
Creeds  belonging  to  the  Ancient  Western  Church,  and  to  the  Mediaeval 
English  Church,  *  *  *  Oxford,  at  the  University  Press,  1858, 
page  22,  remarks:  **  For  the  earliest  complete  Creed  belonging  to 
the  Western  Church,  which  has  come  down  to  us,  we  are  indebted  to 
an  Oriental,  and  one  too  of  more  than  doubtfiil  Orthodoxy.  It  is  the 
confession  of  faith  presented  by  Marcellus,  Bishop  of  Ancyra,  in 
Galatia,  to  Julius,  Bishop  of  Rome.** 

Dr.  Heuitley,  on  page  24  of  his  work,  gives  A.  D.  341,  sixteen 
years  after  the  Council  of  Nicaea  and  the  adoption  of  the  Nicene 
Creed,  as  the  date  of  that  confession  of  Marcellus.     But  that  confes- 

(482.)    Heurtley *s  Harmonia  Symbolica,  a  CoUeRxon  of  Creeds  belonging  to 
ike  Ancient  Western  Church,  and  to  the  Ancient  Enfrlish  Church,  pages  70-72. 
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sion  resembles  most  that  form  of  the  Roman  Symbol  called  the 
Apostles',  which,  about  fifty  years  later  than  341,  Rufinus  reports. 
Nevertheless,  it  must  be  remembered  that  it  differs  in  some  respects 
even  from  that  form  of  the  Roman  Symbol  of  the  Apostles  mentioned 
by  Rufmus,  and  still  more  from  that  Roman  Symbol  which  now  we 
call  the  Apostles' ,  and  that  Marcellus  does  not  give  it  as  the  Symbol 
of  the  Roman  Church,  nor  does  he  assert  that  it  is  a  Symbol,  nor  that 
it  has  been  made  in  Symbol  form  by  the  Apostles.  He  g^ves  it  simply 
as  his  own  (483).  He  says  nothing  of  a  Roman  Creed,  although  in 
all  probability  it  is  true  that  there  was  in  his  day  a  Roman  Symbol, 
to  which  Rufinus  rjfers.  It  is  possible  also  that  in  making  a  state- 
ment of  his  own  faith  he  followed  it.     But  we  must  not  lay  too  much 

(483.)  Speaking  of  the  whole  statement  of  Marcellus,  of  which  this  which 
Heurtley  quotes  as  though  it  were  a  Creed  forms  part,  Epiphanius,  in  his 
Panarion,  on  Heresy  72,  remarks  thus :  Ei  roiwv  6  ?.ifk?.?MQ  olroc  KaXCt^  ix^'i  <>^ 
6ii'au€fot  avayvuruaaVj  Kai  oi  (h'vaueifoi  aKpt^tJOai  ra  fv  gvri^  tipij^iva'  koX  ci  f.i.ev  kokuc 
QH,  avrot  StoKfjiviTuoav,  Ov  }ap  fiovV.dfitda  irapd  ov,  eTTiffrd/ie^a  Kai  rov  c<^  ^ua^ i'k&6v^ 
Tofif  /.iyetv, 

I  translate  .  "If,  therefore,  that  statement  [of  Marcellus]  is  sound,  let  those 
who  can  read  [it],  and  let  those  who  can,  determine  exactly  what  is  said  in  it 
And  if  it  is  wicked  let  them  determine  it.  For  we  do  not  wish  to  speak  from 
what  we  know  and  from  those  things  which  have  come  to  us.*' 

Just  below,  Epiphanius  seems  to  lean  to  the  opinion  that  this  statement  of 
Marcellus  is  correct.  See  as  above,  in  Migne's  edition  of  Epiphanius,  Tome  IL, 
column  387. 

But  it  is  noteworthy  that  when  certain  disciples  of  this  Marcellus  set  forth 
what  bears  as  its  heading  the  title,  'II  €TTi}fm<pr)  Triareu^  rob  Map#cf  AAov,  "  to  the  most 
Venerable  and  most  Holy  Bishops  0/ Diocaesarea^^^  to  clear  themselves  from  the 
charge  of  error,  they  refer  only  to  the  Nicene  Symbol,  thus :  Obre  ^vovfiev^  oirrt 
iTfqfMifr'jKafiiv  tI  :rorf,  esro^  tt/^  hard  "SiKatav  opiaOfiorK  oikovov^vik^^  koi  inKhfataaruc^ 
irioTfu^'  ^ifrrep  ofio/.oyovfiev  Avvdfin  Tavrrjv  ippove'tv^  avaBefiari^ovTE^  roi*^  To^fiuvrac  KTta/ia 
/Jynv  TO  Hvtvfia  rb'A^toi"  nai  Tr/i<  'Apeiavf/v  aipeaiVy  Kat  "La^eAXiov^  Kai ^urretvoVj Koi  Hab^ 
/jiv  rov  'Lafioaareu^^  k(ii  rnvg  fir/  /.eyoiTa^  tt/v  dyiav  Tpidda  rpia  UpdauKa  direpiypa^^ 

I  translate  :  ' '  We  neither  hold  any  opinion  at  any  time,  nor  have  we  held 
any  opinion  at  any  time,  contrary  to  the  Ecumenical  and  Ecclesiastical  Faith 
which  was  defined  at  Nicaea,  as  to  which  we  confess  that  we  hold  to  it  with  [all 
our]  power,  anathematizing  those  who  dare  to  say  that  the  Holy  Ghost  is  a 
creature,  and  the  Arian  heresy,  and  that  of  Sabellius,  and  that  of  Photinus,  and 
that  of  Paul  ofSamosata,  and  those  who  do  not  say  that  the  Holy  Trinity  are 
three  un circumscribed  Persons,"  etc. 

Further  on  in  their  statement  these  disciples  of  Marcellus  embody  the  Creed 
of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  that  is,  that  of  Nicaea,  A.  D.  325. 
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stress  on  this  second  point,  nor  base  an  argument  on  it,  as  it  rests 
merely  on  conjecture  (484).  Nevertheless,  it  is  probable  that  in  writ- 
ing that  part  of  his  letter  which  contains  this  language  so  similar  to 
the  Roman  local  Symbol,  he  does  follow  that  Creed.  For  he  had 
been  at  Rome,  as  he  states  in  this  same  Epistle  to  Pope  Julius,  one 
year  and  three  whole  months.  It  should  be  added,  however,  that 
this  passage  is  but  a  part  of  his  confession  in  this  epistle.  The  reader 
can  examine  the  whole  document  in  Epiphanius;  Heresy,  72. 

Rufiaus,  who  first  clearly  mentions  the  Western  Creed,  wrote  on 
it,  as  I  have  said,  about  A.  D.  390. 

The  epistle  ascribed  to  Ambrose,  which  speaks  of  the  Apostolic 
Symbol,  is  of  about  the  date  A.  D.  390  (485),  and  these  two  last  are 
the  earliest  distinct  mentions  of  the  Western  Creed.  It  is  very 
doubtful  whether  any  of  the  Orientals  at  Nicaea  had  ever  seen  that 
Roman  Creed.  We  have  no  documentary  proof  of  this.  Indeed,  it 
is  not  likely  that  many  of  them  even  understood  Latin.  For  we  find 
that  when  the  Emperor  Constantine  spoke  to  them  in  that  tongue  it 
had  to  be  translated  into  Greek  in  order  that  they  might  understand 
it  (486).  That  was  not  strange,  seeing  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Bishops  present  were  Easterns.  So  we  find  at  the  Fourth  Ecumeni- 
cal Council,  held  at  Chalcedon,  A.  D.  451,  where  most  of  the  Bishops 
were  Orientals,  that  a  communication  in  Latin  from  the  Placeholders 
of  Pope  Leo  I.  had  to  be  translated  into  Greek  before  they  could  con- 
sider it.  Greek,  not  Latin,  was  the  great  language  of  theology. 
When  one  reflects  on  the  utter  lack  of  any  documentary  proof  for  the 
notion  that  the  Symbol  of  the  318  is  based  on  the  Roman,  he  will  find 
cause  for  wonder  that  such  an  unfounded  notion  should  have  gained 
such  credence  as  it  has  in  the  Occident,  and  the  wonder  is  greater 
when  it  is  remembered  that  we  have  the  written  claim  of  Eusebius, 
the  Church  historian,  that  the  Nicene  Creed  is  merely  a  modification 
of  the/atik  of  Caesarea  in  Palestine,  which  he  presented.     He  does 

(484.)  That  is  clear  from  Heurtley  himself,  in  his  Hartnonia  Symdo/ica, 
pages  22-25. 

(485.)  Hahn's  Bibliothek  der  Symbole  (Breslau,  1877),  page  20,  has  a  Creed 
from  an  Explanation  of  the  Creed,  which  is  addressed  to  those  to  be  initiated, 
by  Ambrose,  Bishop  of  Milan,  Walch,  page  63,  gives  almost  exadtly  the  same 
form,  as  from  A  Homily  of  Maximus  of  Turin,  of  century  V.,  in  Explanation 
of  the  Creed. 

(486. )   Ensebitts'  Life  of  the  Emperor  Constantine,  Book  TIT. ,  Chapter  XHL 
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not  even  mention  the  Roman  local  Creed.  And  other  writers  present 
at  the  Council,  such  as  Athanasius,  make  no  mention  of  the  Roman 
Creed  at  all  in  conne<5lion  with  it. 

Section  6. — Is  the  Symbol  of  the  318  Holy  Fathers  of  Nicaea  an 
amplification  0/ the  Western  Creed^  called  the  Apostles'  f 

No.  Not  a  shred  of  authority  for  this  is  to  be  found  in  the 
Christian  antiquity  of  the  East,  which  furnished  the  basis  of  the 
Nicaean  Symbol  (487).  Indeed,  the  IVcsterti  Creed  is  mentioned  dis- 
tin6lly  as  a  Creed  in  no  ancient  author  be/ore  Ambrose  or  Ruftnus^  and 
consequently  not  till  long  after  the  Nicene.  Such  a  notion  has  existed 
to  some  extent  in  the  West,  but  without  any  sufficient  authority. 

As  we  have  just  shown,  the  First  Ecumenical  Council  did  not 
take  the  so-called  Apostles'  Creed  as  the  basis  of  the  Nicene,  and 
develop  the  latter  from  it.  On  the  contrary,  the  local  Creed  of  St. 
Peter's  see  of  Rome,  **  which  is  commonly  called  the  Apostles*  Creed,** 
as  the  Vlllth  Article  of  the  Church  of  England  has  it,  appears  first 
clearly,  according  to  Dr.  Heurtley  (488),  in  Rufinus'  **  Commentary 
on  the  Apostolic  Creed,''  called  also  ''An  Explanation  of  a  Creed'' 
about  A.  D.  390,  as  has  just  been  shown  (489);  though,  of  course,  it 
had  been  in  existence  at  Rome — not  in  the  East  at  all — ^in  some  form» 


(4S7.)  Milraan.  in  his  History  of  Latin  Christianity,  Volume  I.,  page  75^ 
states  that,  ''the  East  enabled  Creeds,  the  West  discipline."  The  two  Ecu- 
menical Creeds  are  certainly  of  the  full  Oriental  type  in  the  articles  which  they 
have.  They  are  certainly  not  short  like  those  of  the  so-called  Apostles,  that  is, 
Roman.  But  the  Ecumenical  Canons  were  all  made  in  the  East  also,  so  that 
Milman's  remark  is  more  rhetorical  than  exact  It  is  true,  however,  that  the 
West  by  its  Reform,  and  condemnation  of  creattire-in  vocation  and  image- worship 
in  the  sixteenth  century,  saved  Christianity  from  slavery  to  the  Turkish  unbe^ 
liever.  It  is  true  also  that  two  Westerns — Hosius,  of  Cordova,  and  the  Emperor 
Constantine  -were  adHve  and  influential  in  procuring  the  adoption  of  the  expres- 
sion **o/  the  same  substance,^*  and  that  the  West  was  almost  unanimous  for 
Orthodoxy  throughout  the  whole  Arian  controversy,  whereas  the  East  had  an 
active  Arian  minority;  and  nearly  all  the  leaders  of  the  heresy,  as,  for  instance, 
Anus  himself,  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  and  most  of  the  rest,  were  Orientals. 
And  the  West  nobly  supported  Athanasius  in  his  struggle  against  the  creature- 
worshipping  and  ChristVdivinity-denying  Arians. 

(488.)    Heurtley *8  Hamionia  Symbolica,  pages  25-26. 

(489.)    Canon  Fremantle's  article  ** Rufinus  (3),'*  in  Smith  and  Wace*8 
IHRionary  of  Christian  Biography,  contains  interesting  matter. 
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an  tinknown  time  before.  But  when  found  it  is  quite  different  from 
the  Nicene  Creed,  for  it  is  in  some  respects  shorter,  and  in  others 
longer.  How  great  and  marked  the  difference  between  them  is  any 
one  can  easily  see  at  once  by  comparing  them,  as  I  do  below  in  another 
volume  of  this  series.  No  ancient  writer  puts  forth  the  absurd  asser- 
tion  that  one  was  developed  from  the  other.  And  when,  far  down  in 
the  middle  ages,  at  the  Ferrara- Florence  Council  of  A.  D.  1438-39, 
the  uncritical  Roman  Cardinal  Julian  made  that  assertion,  we  find 
the  Oriental  champion,  Mark  of  Kphesus,  utterly  denying  it  and  add- 
ing :  **  We  neither  have  nor  have  seen  a  Creed  of  the  Apostles,  ^^  See 
in  this  work  above,  pages  26-32,  for  a  translation  of  that  place.  The 
Greek  Church  has  never  used  any  form  of  that  peculiarly  Western 
Creed  which  we  call,  commonly,  the  Apostles'.  Indeed,  judging  from 
what  Rufinus  says  in  his  Commentary  on  the  Aquileian  form  of  it,  it 
should  be  called  the  Roman  Creeds  for  there  it  seems  to  have  origin- 
ated, and  thence  to  have  spread  over  the  whole  West.  Heurtley 
shows  that  it  is  not  found  in  its  present  full  form  till  about  A.  D.  75a 

(490). 

We  see,  then,  i,  that  the  so-called  Apostles'  Creed  is  not  even 
clearly  mentioned  till  about  sixty-five  years  after  the  First  Bcumeni- 
cal  Council,  and, 

2.  That  in  its  present  form  it  does  not  appear  in  any  writing  till 
four  hundred  and  twenty -five  years  after  it. 

I  will  add,  3,  that  the  internal  evidence  shows  that  the  Nicene 
can  not  be  a  development  and  enlargement  of  the  shorter  Roman 
form,  for  in  some  respecSls  it  is  fuller  than  the  Nicene,  and, 

4.  That  no  ancient  writer  mentions  the  so-called  Apostles'  Creed 
in  conne<5lion  with  Nicaea.     It  is  a  late  legend  merely. 

Walch,  in  his  Bibliotheca  Symbolica  Vetus,  and  Hahn,  in  his 
Bibliothek  der  Symbole^  have  each  given  us  a  collection  of  Creeds, 
Eastern  and  Western,  from  which  we  readily  see  that  the  Oriental 
Creeds  which  have  reached  us  are  fiiller  on  the  Son  ;  and  that  we  see 
at  once  is  the  type  of  the  Nicene.  Hence  we  easily  learn  that  its 
basis  seems  to  have  been  some  Eastern  document  or  documents, 
unless  we  say  that  it  was  drawn  up  on  the  basis  of  the  words  or  sense 
of  Holy  Writ,  without  any  reference  to  any  preceding  Creed.     We 

(490.)    Heurtley *8  Harmonia  Symbolica,  pages  70,  71. 
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shall  find  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  claiming  that  the  Profession  of  Faitb 
made  by  him  at  Nicaea  was  the  basis  of  the  Nicene  Creed. 

We  come,  now. 

Section  7.—  7b  examine  the  claim  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in  Pales- 
tine, that  in  his  Profession  op  Faith,  offered  at  Nicaea,  ke 
furnished  the  First  Ecumenical  Council  the  basis  of  the  Nicene 
Creed,  and  to  consider  in  this  connexion  the  opinion  of  Valesius 
that  Eusebius'  Profession  is  the  same  as  an  Arian  document 
which,  Theodore t  testifies,  the  Fathers  of  Nicaea  tore  up. 

We  begin  with  the  following  question  and  answer  : 

Question. —  What  Bishop  proposed  the  ground-work  of  the 
Symbol  of   the  31S,   and  from  what  ecclesiastical  province    did  this 

GROUNDWORK  COmc  f 

Answer, — Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in  Palestine,  the  father  of 
Church  history,  claims  that  he  was  the  Bishop.  The  Ecclesiastical 
province  to  which  he  belonged  was  the  First  Palestine,  of  which 
Caesarea  was,  at  the  time  of  the  Synod  of  Nicaea,  the  Metropolis,  and 
to  Avhich  Jerusalem,  at  this  time  called  Aelia,  was  subject.  If  we 
Ijelieve  him,  it  was  he  w^ho  proposed  its  grou7idwork  to  the  Council 
But  we  will  examine  his  claim  and  try  to  decide,  so  far  as  all  the 
facls  taken  together  enable  us  to  do  so. 

Happily  we  have  Eusebius'  statement,  preserved  to  us  bj'  one 
who  was  at  the  Council ;  that  is  by  Athanasius,  the  celebrated  cham- 
pion of  Orthodoxy,  then,  however,  only  a  deacon  (491).  Eusebius* 
account  is  given  in  a  Letter  to  the  People  of  his  Diocese,  in  which  he  tries 
to  explain  away  his  subscription  to  the  Creed  of  Nicaea ;  a  subscrip- 
tion which,  as  events  showed,  was  insincere  and  deceptive.  Atha- 
nasius comments  unfavorably  on  it  in  Sedlion  3  of  his  Defejice  of  the 
Nicene  Definition  (pages  6  and  7  of  the  Oxford  translation  of  **5. 
Athanasius'  Treatises  Against  Arianism  * ') ;  and  gives  the  whole  epistle 
at  the  end  of  that  Defence  (pages  59-66  of  the  Oxford  translation  just 
specified).  It  is  found  also  in  Socrates*  Ecclesiastical  History\  Book 
I.,  Chapter  VIII.;  in  Theodorefs  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I., 
Chapter  XII.;  in  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus'  work  on  the  Council  of  N^icaea, 

(491.)    Socrates*  EccL  Hist.,  Book  L,  Chapter  VIIL 
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Book  II.,  Chapter  XXXIV.,  and  in  Nicepliorus*  Ecclesiastical  His- 
tory, Book  VIII.,  Chapter  XXII.  A  translation  of  it  into  English, 
with  notes,  will  be  found  in  the  Treatises  of  S,  Athanasius  Against 
the  ArianSy  Oxford,  A.  D.  1844,  page  59. 

It  is  found  in  che  original  Greek  in  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca, 
Tome  XX.,  column  1535. 

We  have  seen  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  was  one  of  the  earliest 
and  strongest  friends  of  Arius  and  his  opinions.  At  the  Council  the 
formula  which  he  presented  was  evidently  designed  to  leave  out  the 
strongest  and  most  decisive  Watchwords  of  Orthodoxy,  like  the  ex- 
pression, ''  of  the  same  substance ''  and  to  dodge  the  literal  sense  of 
other  texts  which  affirm  that  the  Logos  has  come  out  of  the  Father, 
that  is,  ''out  of  His  substance,''  and  to  take  them  in  an  Arian  sense, 
though  he  admitted  them  into  his  formula,  and  besides  he  is  careful 
to  put  into  his  Creed,  with  Arian  intent,  those  words  in  Colossians, 
I.,  15,  -rpwTOToxoi:  Tra/nyy  xrtfTsaf^^  rendered  *'  First  bom  of  every  crea- 
ture,'* in  our  Common  Version,  which  the  Arian  party  perverted 
to  teach  that  God  the  Word  is  a  creature.  As  that  clause  is  not  in 
the  Jerusalem  Creed  as  given  by  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  of  the  pro\4nce 
in  which  Caesarea  stood  (492),  and  as  it  is  in  no  other  ancient  Ortho- 
dox Creed,  it  seems  most  likely  that  Eusebius  introduced  it  with 
Arian  intent  only.  We  find  it  introduced  in  another  new  Arian 
Credal  statement  given  us  by  St.  Athanasius,  evidently  with  the 
intention  to  wrest  it  to  an  Arian  sense  (493).  I  mean  the  Credal 
statement  of  the  Arian  party  at  their  Council  of  the  Dedication  at 
Antioch  in  A.  D.  341  (494).  It  has  been  ascribed  by  some  to  Lucian, 
who  died  a  martyr  in  A.  D.  31 1  or  312  ;  but  Tillemont  and  Constant 
deny  that  it  is  his  (495).  Lucian  has  sometimes  been  deemed  the 
father  of  Arianism,  and  was  separated  from  the  Church  for  a  time  for 


(492.)  The  Jerusalem  Creed  is  found  in  Hahn's  Bibliothek  der  Symbole^ 
page  62,  edition  of  1877. 

(493.)  It  is  translated  into  English  in  the  Oxford  translation  of  S.  Atha- 
nasius' Treatises  Against  Arianism,  pages  106-108.  The  Greek  is  found  in 
ilahn's  Bibliothek  der  Symbole  (Breslau,  A.  D.  1877),  page  184. 

'494.)    Id.,  page  134. 

(495-)    Id.,  page  106^  note  ''^.'* 
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his  views  (496).  His  end  was  better  than  his  life.  Anus,  in  a  letter 
to  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  the  notorious  Arian  leader,  terms  him  his 
^'fcUoW'Lucianisty     See  page  181  above. 

In  the  Macrostich,  or  long  Arian  Creed  of  A.  D.  345,  they  quote 
the  Septuagint  of  Proverbs,  VIII.,  22,  **  The  Lord  created  me  a  be- 
ginning 0/  His  ways  for  His  works  ^^^  evidently  in  an  Arian  sense. 

Theodoret,  like  Athanasius,  gives  the  following  Epistle  of  Eu- 
sebius of  Caesarea  to  his  flock  as  a  testimony  from  an  Arian  to  the 
soundness  of  the  Nicene  Creed.  For  in  his  Ecclesiastical  History^ 
Book  I.,  Chapter  XI.,  Theodoret  introduces  it  as  follows: 

**  On  account  of  the  disgustingness  of  the  Arians,  who  not  only 
despise  the  common  Fathers  [of  all  Christians],  but  also  refuse  [to 
hear]  their  own  Fathers,  I  wish  to  insert  in  this  work  the  Epistle  of 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  which  he  wrote  on  the  Faith,  for  it  contains  a 
clear  condemnation  of  their  raving.  For  though  they  honor  him  as 
of  the  same  mi?id  with  themselves ,  they  nevertheless  contradict  outright 
the  things  written  by  him.  And  he  wrote  the  Epistle  to  some  who 
held  the  errors  of  Arius,  who,  as  seems  likely,  had  accused  him  of 
treason  [to  them].  But  the  things  written  show  best  the  mind  of  the 
writer.** 

Then  he  g^ves  the  Epistle  below. 

We  now  come  to  Eusebius*  own  statement  as  to  his  formula,  and 
as  to  its  being  the  basis  of  the  Nicene  Creed. 

I  shall  follow,  in  the  main,  though  not  wholly,  the  Oxford  trans* 
lation  of  S.  Athanasius*  Treatises  Against  Arianism^  page  59  and 
after.  I  shall  follow  the  Greek  text  in  Migne*s  Patrologia  Graeca^ 
compared  with  that  in  Bright's  Socrates^  and  shall  try  to  correct 
Newman*s  translation  by  it,  where  he  is  capable  of  revision,  that  I 
may  claim,  so  far,  to  have  made  a  new  and  improved  Version.  New- 
man, however,  was  a  Greek  scholar,  and  has  done  his  work  so  well 
that  it  is  only  here  and  there  that  he  can  be  faulted. 

**  The  Epistle  of  Eusebius  [the  Arian  minded  (497)]  to  the  people 
of  his  Paroecia  (498). 

(496).    An  account  of  Lucian  may  be  found  under  **  Lucianus  (12)"  in 
Smith  and  Wace's  DiHionary  of  Christian  Biography, 

(497).    The  words  in  brackets  are  an  addition. 

(498).    That  is,  his  Diocese,  as  we  say  now.    But  in  the  Bart  in  eany  ttmeB 
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'*  The  things  which  have  been  transaAed  on  the  Church's  faith 
at  the  great  Council  celebrated  at  Nicaea  you  have  probably  learned, 
Beloved,  from  elsewhere,  rumor  being  wont  to.  precede  the  accurate 
account  of  the  things  done.  But  lest  in  such  reports  the  fadis  of  the 
case  have  been  misrepresented  to  you,  we  have  felt  under  obligation 
to  transmit  to  you,  first  the  writing  on  the  faith  put  forth  by  us,  and 
then  the  second  statement,  which  they  gave  out  after  they  had  made 
additions  to  our  words  (499).  Our  own  writing,  then,  which  was 
read  in  the  presence  of  our  most  dear  to  God  Emperor,  and  declared 
to  be  good  and  approved,  ran  in  the  following  way  : 

2.  *'As  we  received  from  the  Bishops  who  preceded  us,  and  in 
our  first  Catechisings,  and  when  we  received  the  bath  and  as  we 
learned  from  the  Divine  Scriptures,  and  as  we  believed  and  taught 
in  the  Fresbyterate,  and  in  the  Episcopate  itself,  so  believing  also 
now,  we  report  to  you  our  faith,  and  it  is  this  (500)  : 

**  *  We  believe  in  one  God,  the  Father  Almighty y  the  Maker  of  all 
visible  and  of  all  invisible  things, 

*^*And  in  one  Lord.fesus  Christy  the  Word  of  God,  God  out  of 
Gody  Light  out  of  Light,  Life  out  of  Life,  Sole-Bom  Son,  First 
Bringer  Forth  of  all  creation  (501),  bom  out  of  the  Father  before  all  the 

Paroecia,  from  which  our  parish  comes,  was  the  ordinary  term  for  a  bishop's 
whole  jurisdi^ion,  for  though  it  contained  many  congregations,  all  of  them 
were  of  the  one  sole  parish  of  the  bishop,  and  he  supplied  them  all  by  his  pres- 
b3rters,  deacons,  etc.  See  Bingham,  under  *' Parish,''  '*  Parish  Bounds,'^  **/^r' 
ish  Churches;'  *' Parishes^'  ''Parochial'  *' Parochial  Churches^ 

(499)*  Greek,  as  in  column  1537,  Tome  XX.,  of  Migne*s  Patrologia  Graeca: 
Ti^  vf'  i^;mm»  ngQxa^tioav  :repi  r^^  niariug  ypa^rfv^  iirtira  ttjv  devripav,  ijv  r<uQ  ^fterkpat^ 
ftjvdii  irpo(r&^Kat  hFtfia/^vref  eKdeduKoai, 

(500).  Migne*8  PUrologia  Graeca,  Tome  XX.,  column  1537 — Eusebius* 
Epistle  to  the  Caesareans: 

Koduf  napeXdpofUv  waph.  ruv  irpd  ^fiitv  httaidmLiv,  koX  kv  ry  irpijry  Kanjx^^'i  '^^  ^^^ 
rd  Xovrpdv  iXafipdvofitv,  xal  icai^uf  arrd  ruv  deUtv  Tpafuv  fUfia^ifKauev,  Kat  dq  iv  r^  np€0' 
PvrCpU^y  KoL  kv  avT^  t^  hrujiumy  inurrthofikv  re  Koi  ididdoMOftev*  ovrtjc  koi  vhv  »r«Trei«vref, 
T^  ifitripav  vrUrriv  v/uv  itpoeawi^pofitv  iari  6i  avrif.     Ilurrri'O/xev  eif  eva  Oedv,  etc 

(501).  Id.,  Greek,  npur&roKov  ndonq  Krioeuc,  The  Arians  took  ^purhroKOv  to 
mean  First  Brought  Forth,  and  applied  the  expression  to  Christ's  Divinity,  and 
so  made  It  a  creature — so  Eusebius  probably  took  it  But  the  same  word,  with 
the  same  aeeent  on  the  last  syllable  but  one,  means,  a  bringer  forth  for  the  first 
time  or  a  first  bringer  forth,  as  we  see  by  Liddell  and  Scott*s  Greek  Lexicon, 
sixth  edition,  Oxford  A.  D.  1869;  and  so  taken  gives  the  ledlion  of  our  translation 
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worlds^  through  whom  also  all  things  were  made,  who  /or  our  salvatm 
took  on  flesh  and  lived  amofig  men,  and  suffered,  and  rose  up  on  the 
third  day,  and  went  up  to  the  Father,  and  will  come  again  in  glory  to 
Judge  the  living  and  the  dead, 

*  **  We  believe  also  in  ojie  Holy  Spirit. 

'  * '  Believing  each  one  of  those  to  be  and  to  exist,  the  Father  truly 
a  Father,  and  the  Son  truly  a  Son,  and  the  Holy  Spirit  truly  a  Holy 
Spirit,  as  also  our  Lord,  sending  forth  His  own  disciples  to  preach, 
said :  *  Go,  ye,  disciple  all  the  nations,  dipping  them  in  the  name  of 
the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghost,' 

**  *  Concerning  whom  we  confidently  affirm  that  so  we  hold,  and 
so  we  think,  and  so  we  have  held  aforetime,  and  we  are  determined 
to  contend  for  this  faith  unto  the  death,  and  we  anathematize  every 
Godless  heresy.  We  witness  before  God  Almighty  and  our  Lord, 
Jesus  Christ,  that  we  have  always  held  those  opinions  in  heart  and 
soul  from  what  time  we  have  known  ourselves,  and  that  we  now  hold 
and  assert  them  in  very  truth  (502),  and  we  are  able  by  proo&  to 
show  and  to  persuade  you  that  in  times  past,  also,  we  were  so  beUev- 
ing  and  so  preaching.' 

**3.  That  faith  having  been  set  forth  by  us,  there  was  ho  place 
for  any  one  to  contradict  it,  but  our  most  dear  to  God  Emperor  him- 
self first  testified  that  it  contains  most  correct  sentiments,  and  he  co- 
confessed  that  he  himself  also  so  held  (503),  and  he  was  exhorting  all 
to  agree  to  it,  and  to  subscribe  to  its  dogmas,  and  to  harmonize  with 
its  very  utterances,  with  the  addition  of  one  expression  only;  that  is, 
^  of  the  sam^  substance,'  which,  moreover,  he  explained  bysa3ringthat 
he  would  not  use  the  expression  '  of  the  same  substance '  (ji/iooutrtmi)  in 
the  sense  of  the  sufferings  of  bodies,  nor  to  imply  that  the  Son  had 
come  into  existence  out  of  the  Father  in  the  way  of  a  taking  apart,  or 
of  a  cutting  off,  for  the  immaterial  and  intelledlual  and  incorporeal 

above.  Some  of  the  orthodox,  however,  translate  the  word  by  First  Brotighl 
Forth,  as  do  the  Arians,  but  differ  from  them  in  applying  it  to  Christ's  humanity 
only. 

(502).  Ibid;  Tavra  oltto  Kapdla^  koI  i}fvx^c  '^avrore  Treopovjfidvai,  k^  ovmp  lofiof 
eavTov^,  Koi  vvv  (^povnv  re  ml  Atyetv  ef  a/ji-^da^, 

(503)*  The  words,  *'and  he  co-confessed  that  he  himself  also  so  held,^^  are 
not  in  the  above  letter  in  the  Greek  of  Socrates*  Ecclesiastical  History,  Books  I., 
Chapter  VIII.,  in  Bright's  edition. 
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nature  could  not  be  subjedled  to  any  corporeal  sufferings  (504),  but 
that  it  becomes  us  to  understand  such  things  in  divine  and  inefiGible 
senses. 

**And  such  were  the  theological  remarks  of  our  most  wise  and 
most  religious  Emperor;  but  they,  under  pretext  (505)  of  the  addition 
[of  the  expression]  '  of  the  same  substaiue^  drew  up  (506)  the  follow- 
ing writing  (507)  : 

**  The  Faith  diHated  in  the  Council  (508)/ 

**  'We  believe  in  one  God,  the  Fathef  Almighty,  Maker  of  all 
visible  and  of  all  invisible  things, 

**  'And  in  one  Lord,  fesus  Christ,  the  Son  of  God,  bom  out  of  the 
Father,  Sole-Bom,  that  is,  out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father,  God  out 
of  God,  Light  out  of  Light,  very  God  out  of  very  God,  bom,  not  made, 
of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father^  through  whom  all  things  were 
mcule,  both  those  in  the  heaven  and  those  on  the  earth,  who  for  us  men, 
and  for  our  salvation,  came  down,  and  took  on  flesh,  put  on  a  man, 
suffered,  and  rose  up  on  the  third  day,  went  up  into  the  heavens,  and 
cometh  to  judge  the  living  and  the  dead  : 

**  'And  [we  believe"]  in  the  Holy  Ghost, 

'"And  the  Universal  [and  Apostolic]  Church  anathematizes  those 
who  say.  There  was  once  when  the  Son  op  God  was  not,  and 
He  was  not  before  He  was  born,  and  that  He  was  made  out 
OF  THINGS  NOT  EXISTING,  or  who  assert  that  He  has  COME  OUT  OF 
another  subsistence  or  SUBSTANCE  [than  the  Father's],  or  that 


(504).  Id.,  col.  1540.  Greek,  'Evbg  fidvov  irpoaeyypa^ivTo^  pi^fiaro^  tov  dfjtoovoiov, 
b  Kai  avrb  r/puJjvevcfE  Xiycjv^  on  fif)  Kara  rcjv  autudruv  xdft;  ?LiyotTo  ofioovaiov,  ohr*  ovv  Kara 
dtalpcaiv  ovre  Kara  riva  dTroro/if/v  tK  to'v  Tlarpo^  v:roar^vai' fitfde  yap  Avvaaffat  t^v  dvXov 
icai  voepav  Kal  aaitfixirov  i^haiv  auuariKdv  n  Trdtku;  iotaTnadai,  It  is  the  Hmperor  Con- 
stantine  who  has  those  ideas,  as  to  the  non-separation  of  the  substance  of  the 
Logos  from  the  Father's  substance — not  the  Ecumenical  Council.  Their  sub- 
stance is  parted,  but  their  unity  of  thought  and  aiftion  remains  as  strong  as  ever. 
Busebius  of  Caesarea  had  evidently  learned  such  so-called  philosophic  notions 
from  the  Pagan  philosophers. 

(505).    Or,  '' under  the  plea,'* 

(506).    Literally,  ''made:' 

(507).     Ibid.,  hi  de  npo^n  r^  row  dftoovoiov  npoa^iOK^  t^vde  rijv  ypa^  Trtrrot^ 

KOOIV, 

(508).     Ibid.,  'H  h  T^  ow6dift  vTrayopev&Eiaa  rtlcrt^. 
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THE  Son  of  God  is  a  creature,  or  changeabi«b  or  convert- 
ible [into  some  thing  else].' 

'*  5.  On  their  didtating  that  writing,  we  did  not  let  it  pass  with- 
out inquiry  in  what  sense  they  used  the  expression  '  out  of  the  tub- 
stance  of  the  Father y^  and  the  expression,  *  of  the  same  substance  as  the 
Father  (509).  Accordingly  questions  and  answers  took  place,  and 
the  meaning  of  the  words  underwent  the  scrutiny  of  reason.  And  so 
it  was  confessed  by  them  that  the  phrase  *  out  of  the  substance  *  is 
indicative  of  the  Son's  having  come  out  of  the  Father  indeed,  not, 
however,  that  He  is  a  part  of  the  Father.  And  with  this  under- 
standing we  thought  good  to  assent  to  the  sense  of  such  religious 
dodlrine,  teaching  as  it  did  that  the  Son  has  come  out  of  the  Father; 
not,  however,  that  he  is  a  part  of  His  substance.  On  this  account 
we  also  assented  to  the  sense  oiu"seIves,  and  do  not  refuse  even  the 
expression,  *  of  the  same  substance^  (r^w  ^oivtjv  too  6,noouatoo)^  peace 
being  the  object  which  we  set  before  our  eyes,  and  that  we  should 
not  fall  away  from  the  right  sense. 

*  *  6.  In  the  same  way  we  also  admitted  the  *  bom,  not  made, '  since 
they  [the  Council]  alleged  that  '  made '  is  an  appellative  common  to 
the  other  creatures  (510),  which  came  to  be  through  the  Son,  to 


(509).    Col.  1540  Tome  XX.,  of  Migne*s  Patrohgia  Graeca:  Ka*  A7  roi-nyc  rff 

y/xi^Vf  vt:'  avriiv  vTrayopeir&eia^^,  orcjf  e'tp^ai  avroig  rd  tx  r//f  oinjia^  tov  Ilarpdf,  Koi  to 
T(^  UnTfit  bumvamv,  ovK  dvt^iraarov  avroiq  Kareh/nrrdpofiev  ♦  *  *  km  &^  ro"«  7^ 
oi'crmf  "  cjuo'/.oyfiro  T/>t)C  avruv,  (hfAuriKuv  elvat  tov  ek  fikv  tov  Ilarpoc  eivai,  ov  /t^  uc  fi^pof 
VTQ/);^ff/v  TOV  XlfiTpor.  Tai'Ttj  i)f.  nal  rfuiv  eMsei  ira/d>c  kx^*^  ovyKaTaTi'&Etr^ai  rp  dtavoiq 
rjTf  fwji^o'v^  6n)aaKdXiaQ  rTajo/Mi'offf^f  €k  tov  Ilarpdc  clvat  tov  tibv^  ov  fi^  /^po(  avTov 
Tfjq  ovaiaq  TvyxoLvciv  dioTrtf)  t/j  (havoig  Kat  avToi  avvcTi^ifu^a,  ovdk  t^v  ^dw^  tov  dfwovaiov 
rrapaiTovfu&a, 

(510).  Notice  **the  other  creatures  ^"^  {  tuv  ?,oiiruv  KuauaTov^  that  seems  to 
imply  that  Eusebius  classed  God  the  Son  among  the  creatures,  and  shows  that 
he  was  an  Arian  still.  No  wonder  that  after  this  the  Orthodox  objedled  to  the 
attempts  of  this  Eusebius  and  his  namesake  of  Nicomedia,  and  the  attempts  of 
the  rest  of  the  Arian  party  to  explain  away  the  Nicene  Creed,  and  to  make  it 
accord  with  their  Arian  heresy ;  and  no  wonder  that  those  Arians  in  retnm 
plotted  against  Eustathius,  and  by  their  black-hearted  malevolence  and  iniquity 
got  him  unjustly  deposed.  The  story  is  told  by  Sozomen  in  his  Ecdesiasiical 
History,  Book  II.,  Chapters  XVIII.,  XIX.,  XX.,  XXI.,  XXII.,  and  after;  see 
Chapters  XVIII.  and  XIX.  for  their  machinations  against  Eustathius,  and  the 
other  chapters  for  their  contrivances  ^igainst  other  Orthodox  Bishops.  The 
story  is  told  with  a  leaning  towards  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  and  in  a  Mind  and 
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whom  the  Son  has  no  likeness.  Wherefore  (511),  He  is  not  a  work 
resembling  the  things  which  through  Him  came  to  be,  but  is  of  a 
substance  which  is  better  than  any  work,  and  which  the  divine 
oracles  teach  to  have  been  bom  out  of  the  Father  (512),  the  mode  of 
generation  being  inscrutable  and  incalculable  to  every  generated  (513) 
nature. 

**  7.  And  so,  too,  on  examination  reason  approves  the  expression 
that  the  Son  is  *  of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father;^  not  in  the  way 
of  bodies,  nor  like  mortal  beings,  for  He  is  not  such  by  division  of 
His  substance,  or  by  a  cutting  off;  no,  nor  by  any  suffering  or  change 
or  conversion  of  the  Father's  substance  and  power  (since  from  all 
such  things  the  ungenerated  (514)  nature  of  the  Father  is  alien),  but 
because  the  expression  ^ of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father^  (rd 
6fiooo(nov  T^  fJarpY)  suggests  that  the  Son  of  God  bears  no  resemblance 
to  the  made  creatures,  but  that  He  has  been  made  like,  in  all  respedls, 
to  the  Father  alone  who  generated  Him,  and  that  He  is  not  out  of 
any  other  subsistence  and  substance,  but  has  come  out  of  the  Father 
(515).     And  to  that  expression,  explained  in  that  manner,  it  seemed 

stumbling  manner  by  the  pronounced  Origenist,  Socrates,  in  his  Ecclesiastical 
History t  Book  I.,  Chapters  XXIII.,  XIV.;  (compare  the  chapters  after  for  the 
plottings  of  the  Arian  party  to  which  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  belonged,  against 
other  Orthodox  leaders).  See  also  Socrates'  abuse  of  Eustathius,  in  the  same 
work.  Book  VI.,  Chapter  XIII.,  because  he  condemned  justly  his  favorite,  the 
heretic  Origen,  who  was  afterwards  condemned  in  Anathema  XI.  of  the  Fifth 
Kcumenical  Council.  The  events  are  more  justly  narrated  by  Theodoret  in  his 
Ecclesiastical  History^  Book  I.,  Chapters  XIX.,  XX.,  and  especially  XXI.  and 
XXII. 

(511).    Newman's  text  has  '  *  say  they '  *  after  '  *  wherefore,  *  * 

(512).  Greek,  i#c  rov  Ilrtrpdc  ytytwriG^ax,  I  have  rendered  those  words  as 
they  literally  mean,  but  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  judging  from  his  whole  course, 
seems  to  have  understood  them  in  the  forced  and  unnatural  sense  of  ^^made  by 
the  Father  ^^  as  the  other  Arians  did. 

(513).  Here  Eusebius  uses  *' generated**  {yevrrry  in  Socrates  here)  in  the 
sense  of  **made,**  that  is  ** created,** 

(514).  Greek,  r^v  ayhwjrov  tpixjiv  rov  Ilarp^,  in  Socrates  here  in  Bright 's 
text. 

(515).  Greek,  U  rov  TlaTpdc,  I  have  translated  those  words  literally,  "out 
0/ the  Father,**  as  the  Orthodox  understood  them;  but  I  suppose  Eusebius  of 
Caesarea,  as  an  Arian,  would  in  his  heart  reje^  that  sense,  and  take  them  in  the 
forced  and  unnatural  sense  of  "by  the  Father**  to  get  rid  of  the  idea  that  the 
Son  had  actually  come  out  of  the  Father.    For  throughout  this  whole  document 


844  Chapter  VII. 


to  be  well  to  assent,  for  we  knew  that  among  the  ancients  also  some 
learned  and  illustrious  Bishops  and  writers  have  used  the  expression, 
'  of  the  same  substance '  (516)  in  their  theological  teaching  concerning 
the  Father  and  the  Son  (517). 

**8.  Let  these  things,  therefore,  be  said  concerning  the  faith 
(518)  which  was  set  forth,  for  which  all  of  us  gave  our  voices  to- 
gether, not  without  inquiry,  but  according  to  the  senses  specified 
when  they  were  examined  before  the  most  religious  Emperor  himself, 
and  confessed  for  the  reasons  aforesaid  (519).     And  as  to  the  An- 

he  uses  some  Orthodox  expressions  in  Arian  senses,  as  the  sharp  and  conning 
men  of  his  party  were  wont  to  do,  that  they  might  gull  the  Emperor  and  the 
less  learned  of  the  Orthodox,  and  hold  their  sees.  Yet,  as  above  mentioned,  he 
implies  plainly,  in  the  very  document  above,  that  the  Son  is  to  be  classed  among 
creatures,  in  accordance,  probably,  with  the  Arian  perversion  of  the  sense  of 
Proverbs  VIII.,  22,  in  the  Septuagint  translation. 

(516.)     Greek,  roif  oaoov<T/oi». 

(517).  Id.,  col.  1541.  TVie  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  to  his  Aroec- 
tans:  Kararaaira  6k  koI  rd  ^^yevvqdevra^*  koI  *^ oh  TrouiOevra**  KorcLde^dfuOa^  hntii^ 
rd  iroifjSev  Kotvdv  i^cujikv  elvai  npdaprffia  rijv  Aoit6>p  KTiofidruv  rCtif  61a  tov  Tuw  ytvoiikvw^ 
iiv  ovdev  bfwiov  ixetv  tov  Xl6v'  diot  6i^  fi^  elvat  avrdv  rroi^fia  roig  6t*  aitrov  ytvofUvoic  if*^* 
p^^  KpeiTTovoc  ^e  ^  Kara  nav  TTolrffia  rvyxdveiv  oinjia^^  ^  ex  tov  Ilarpof  yeyew^cdai  rd 
Oeia  didaoKti  }.6yta^  tov  Tpdxov  r^/f  yevv^eug  aveKBpdoTov  koI  aveirtXoyiarov  irdoff  yewifT^ 
^'va€i  TvyxavovTo^, 

7.  OvTu  6e  Kal  to  **6fioowjiov  **  elvai  tov  Ilarpdf  rdv  Tibv  efrro^rf/iewoc  6  W)^  awUh 
njiJiVy  ov  KOTa  Tbv  tuv  aufjtdTuv  TpoTov^  ovSe  toI^  Bvrirol^  C<^'f  napan/Jiaiuq'  oCrre  yap  nara 
diaipeoLV  t^  ovaia^,  oire  jcard  olttotoii^^  a7X'  ov6k  Kara,  ri  tciBo^  ^  Tpozi^  ^  aXkoiuauf  npf 
TOV  TlaTpbg  ovaiaq  Te  mX  dvvdfieu)^'  tovtuv  yap  TavTuif  a?.XoTpiav  ttvat  r^v  ayhn/TovTiw 
Ilarpof  ipvaiv  itapaoTaTiKov  6e  tlvai  Th  **6fioovaiou  ry*  IlaTpl  **  to  fitfdefiiav  e/n^peiav  npdf 
rd  yevrfra  KTiOfMTa  tov  Tibv  rov  Qeov  ^piiv^  fiovift  6e  rw  UaTpi  r^  yeyevvtfu&ri  kqtq  iravra 
Tpdrrov  a<^fioio<j6ai^  Koi  fir^  elvcu  k^  htpag  Ttvb^  i'TroaTdeeiJ^  re  teal  ovaia^f  a?Ji'  ik  tov 
Uarpdc'  o)  Kai  avT(^  rovrov  ep/irfvevfiivTi  tov  TpoTrov^  Ka/.oc  ^^t^'v  e(^vif  avyKaTofiiofku*  iwei 
Kttt  TLiv  naAAKov  Tivag  ?j}yiov^  koi  e-jri6avii^  i^riaKorrov^  Kal  avy}'pa^i(  iyvufuv  hri  r^f  tov 
llaTpbg  Kai  Yiov  Beo?.oyia^^  r^  tov  bfioovciov  avyxpf/o<ifJtivovg  ovd/iOTi, 

(518).  Here  we  have  an  instance  of  the  use  of  Triaireug  in  the  sense  of 
"creed,'* 

(519).  This  account  we  must  remember  is  by  an  Arian,  and  is,  to  some 
extent,  deceptive  and  unjust  St  Athanasius,  in  Se^on  3  of  his  Epistle  in 
Defence  of  the  Niccne  Definition,  referring  to  the  above  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of 
Caesarea,  (pages  6  and  7  the  Oxford  translation  of  St.  Athanasius*  TVeaiises 
Against  Arianism)  truthfully  writes  of  that  Eusebius,  "He  tvas  ashamed  at 
that  time  to  adopt'*  the  "phrases  of  the  substance,'*  "Of  the  same  substance,*' 
and  "  The  Son  of  God  is  neither  creature  nor  work,  nor  in  the  number  of  things 
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matism  set  forth  by  them  at  the  end  of  the  Faith  (520),  we  deemed 

be  a  thing  which  should  not  pain  ns  (521),  for  it  forbids  to  use 

sessions  not  in  Scripture,  from  which  almost  all  the  confusion  and 

rderof  the  Churches  have  come  (522).     Because,  therefore,  no 

ratedy  but  *  *  *  the  Ward  is  an  offspring  from  the  substance  of  the 
er;''  and  that  therefore,  in  the  above  Epistle  to  his  flock,  he  ^'excused 
elf  to  the  church  in  his  oivn  way,^*  That  way  was  surely  an  Arian  one,  and 
wn  words  show  that  he  was  anxious  to  excuse  his  own  signature  to  an  Or- 
>x  Creed  by  giving  the  false  impression  that  the  Orthodox  understood  that 
1,  as  an  Arian  would.  He  signed  it,  as  we  see  from  the  testimonies  given 
e  and  from  that  of  Theodoret  in  Chapter  VIII.  of  Book  II.,  of  his  Ecctesi- 
it  History,  only  dissemblingly  and  insincerely,  and  because  he  feared  ex- 
aunication.  The  venom  and  persistency  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  and 
bius  of  Caesarea,  the  Arian  partisans,  who  signed  the  Creed  at  Nicaea,  was 
lerful,  for  they  did  not  give  up  the  fight  then,  but  commenced  to  plot  and 
ne  at  once  and  kept  it  up  till  they  died,  in  secret  where  they  could  not  be 
,  and  openly  where  they  could. 

520.)  Here  is  another  instance  where  r^v  martv.  that  is,  *' the  Faith,**  i& 
for  **  the  Creed*'  of  Nicaea. 

521).  "  Straws,'*  says  the  old  proverb,  '*show  which  way  the  wind  blows** 
cpressions  like  the  above  show  the  Arian  trend  of  Eusebius'  heart  The 
hema  pronounced  by  the  Universal  Apostolate  with  the  aid  of  the  same 
ed  and  savingly  warning  Spirit  which  taught  the  Apostle  Paul  to  anathe- 
Le  antecedently  in  Galatians  I.,  8,  9,  all  forms  of  Arian  and  other  Anti-Gos* 
leresy,  pains  no  Orthodox  Christian  man  any  more  than  Paul's  Anathema 
pains  them,  for  they  know  that  it  is  God's  saving  and  needed  warning  to 
1  men  against  eternal  death,  which  is  the  Christ-appointed  reward  of  unbe- 
ig  Arianism  (Mark  XVI.,  16;  Rev.  XXI.,  8,  and  Matt  XVIII.,  17,  18; 
hat  that  warning  is  given  by  the  order  of  the  ministry  who  are  deputized  by 
It  in  His  Word  to  the  task  of  teaching  the  whole  church  (Matt  XVIII.,  17, 
CXVIII.,  19,  20,  and  the  Harmonies  of  the  Gospels,  where  those  passages- 
>und,  where  we  see  that  they  were  addressed  to  the  Apostles  alone,  as  are 
passages  also  as  John  XIV.,  16,  17;  John  XVI.,  13). 

522).     Both  the  Orthodox  and  the  Arians  used  terms  not  in  Scripture  to 

ess  their  views;  but  the  differences  were : 

c.  The  Orthodox  used  fewer  of  such  terms  than  their  opponents  did.    See 

)  on  that  matter  above. 

I,  The  Orthodox  terms,  which  were  not  in  the  words  of  Scripture,  were 

ys  in  accordance  with  its  sense;  whereas  the  Arian  terms  contradicted  both 

ords  and  its  sense. 

J.  The  Orthodox  terms  were  put  forth  by  the  Court  of  Highest  Resort,  ap- 

ted  by  Christ  in  His  Word  to  settle  all  Church  questions  with  the  promised 

►f  the  Holy  Ghost,  that  is  by  the  Universal  Apostolate,  and  are  therefore 

lately  through    them  authorized  by  Christ  Himself— whereas   the  Arian 
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divinely-inspired  Scripture  has  used  the  phrases  *  out  of  nothing  *  and 
^once  He  was  not'  (523),  and  the  rest  of  them  [in  that  Anathema- 
tism],  it  seemed  not  reasonable  t )  assert  and  to  teach  them,  and  to 
that  [conclusion]  also,  as  it  seemed  fair,  we  assented,  since,  moreover, 
we  had  not  been  accustomed  to  use  those  expressions  in  the  time  be- 
fore this. 

**  9.  Moreover,  to  anathematize  *  Be/ore  He  was  brought  forth  He 
was  not '  was  not  deemed  out  of  place,  because  among  all  it  is  con- 
fessed that  He  was  the  Son  of  God  before  His  birth  in  flesh. 

**And  our  most  dear  to  God  Emperor  had  already  proved,  in  his 
Oration,  that  He  had  existence  by  His  divine  birth  which  was  before 
all  the  worlds,  since  also  before  He  was  adlually  bom  He  was  poten- 
tially in  the  Father  unbonily,  the  Father  being  always  Father,  as 
King  also  always,  and  Saviour  always,  being  potential  as  to  all  things, 
and  being  always  in  the  same  respecfls  and  in  the  same  way  (524). 

terms  were  the  outcome  of  the  perverse  thoughts  of  mere  individual  Bishops 
and  others,  who  opposed  the  ancient  faith  of  the  Church  and  the  decision  of  the 
Universal  Apostolate  in  Ecumenical  Synod  assembled,  and  are  therefore  to  be 
accounted  by  Christ's  Law  ''as  the  heathen  man  and  the  pubtican,**  (^Matt 
XVIII.,  17,  18).  Anti-Trinitarians  generally  forget  these  fadls,  and  misrepresent 
matters  endlessly.  Even  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  in  the  sedlion  above,  admits  that 
Arian  terms  specified  by  him  as  anathematized  in  the  Creed  of  Nicaea  are  not 
in  Scripture. 

(523).  Migne's  Ritrologia  Graeca, Tome  XX. ,  col.  1544,  Busebius  of Caesarea's 
Epistle  to  his  Paroecians  :  MrfAefudc  yovv  Ofonifivarov  Tpa^  1^  **€(  ov«  6prwv,"  k/u 
T9  "^  nore  ore  oi'K  iyi*,'*  Kal  rot^  e^^g  emXeyofievot^  Kexp^f^ivrf^^  «.  r,  A. 

(524.)  Page  47  of  the  English  transl£ition  of  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  His- 
tory ^  on  that  states  of  it  that  its  ** authenticity  ♦  ♦  *  iy  doubted^**  and  adds 
in  proof,  "  Valesius*  remarks  upon  its  omission  by  Socrates  and  Bpiphanias.** 
I  here  translate  the  place  of  Valesius  to  which  reference  is  made.  It  is  a  remark 
on  Se<5lion  9  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  epistle  to  his  flock.  That  remark  is  found 
in  column  1536  of  Tome  LXXXII.  of  Migne's  Ihtrotogia  Gratca,  and  is  as  fol- 
lows: It  is  on  the  words  above,  "  before  he  was  actually  generated  He  was  poten- 
tially with  the  Father  ingenerately,^^    Valesius  remarks: 

'  *  In  those  words  of  Constantine  or  of  Eusebius  there  is  a  manifest  error.  For 
the  Word  was  not  potentially  in  the  Father  before  He  was  a^ually  brought  forth 
out  of  the  Father.  For,  firstly,  aR  and  power  are  not  distinguishable  in  God. 
Secondly,  from  that  assertion  it  would  follow  that  the  Word  was  not  fix>m  eter- 
nity. For  the  rest  of  the  creatures  also  were  potentially  in  God  before  they  were 
adlually  created.    But  they  are  not  called  eternal  because  of  that  fa^ 

*<  Moreover,  it  is  to  be  obser\'ed  that  this  whole  sedlion  is  not  to  be  ibimd  in 
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**  la  These  things  we  have  been  forced  to  transmit  to  you, 
Beloved,  to  make  clear  to  you  the  deliberation  of  our  examination 
and  assent,  and  how  reasonably  we  resisted  even  to  the  last  minute. 


Socrates,  nor  in  Epiphanius  Scholasticus.    Socrates  certainly  seems  to  me  to 
have  omitted  it  purposely,  and  that  because  it  contains  a  heretical  sense." 

Socrates,  pronounced  Origenist  as  he  was,  might  naturally  do  that ;  for  in 
Chapter  XXI.,  Book  II.,  of  his  Ecclesiastical  History^  and  in  Chapter  XIII.  of 
Book  VI.,  he  makes  a  labored  attempt  to  prove  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  was 
Orthodox,  notwithstanding  the  strong  testimony  of  St.  Athanasius  and  of  St. 
Bustathius  that  he  was  an  Arianizer.  Indeed,  Socrates,  in  Chapter  XXIII.,  Book 
I.,  of  his  Ecclesiastical  History ^  expressly  states  that  "Eustathius,  the  Bishop  of 
Antioch  tears  to  pieces  Eusebius  Pamphili,  on  the  ground  that  he  put  forth  a 
counterfeit  of  the  faith  of  Nicaea.*' 

Eusebius  does  put  forth  a  counterfeit  of  it  in  the  above  letter;  for  the  Nicene 
Faith  which  h»accepts  in  it  is  not  that  in  sense  which  the  God-inspired  Fathers 
set  forth,  but  one  which  he,  an  Arian,  fathered  unjustly  ou  them.  In  his  bitter 
hatred  of  its  Creed,  he,  in  conjundlion  with  the  notorious  Arian  leader,  his  name- 
sake, Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  plotted  against  Eustathius  of  Antioch,  slandered 
him  as  if  he  were  a  Sabellian,  and  an  enemy  of  Constautine  the  Emperor,  and 
got  him  unjustly  and  iniquitously  deposed  and  sent  into  exile.  The  fadls  are 
told  by  Sozomen  in  Chapters  XVIII.  aud  XIX.  of  Book  I.  of  his  Ecclesiastical 
Hisiory\  and  Theodoret  in  Chapters  XX.,  XXI.  and  XXII.  of  Book  I.  of  his  Eccle- 
siastical History ^  gives  the  details  of  the  meanness  and  wickedness  of  the  Arians, 
Busebius  of  Nicomedia  and  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  and  their  fellow-Arians,  in 
their  persecution  of  St  Eustathius.  The  fadls  told  by  Socrates  in  Book  I.  of  his 
Ecclesiastical  History,  Chapter  II.  and  in  Book  VI.,  Chapter  XIII.,  witness  to 
the  good  character  of  Eustathius  and  to  his  Orthodoxy.  To  the  same  efiecl  wit- 
nesses Theodoret  in  two  places  in  Chapter  VII.  of  Book  I.  of  his  Ecclesiastical 
History.  The  accounts  of  both  taken  together  testify  that  he  was  deposed  from 
bis  see  on  the  persistent  and  unsupported  accusation  of  a  hired  unchaste  woman 
that  he  was  the  father  of  her  child;  and  that  she  afterwards  confessed  that  she 
bad  slandered  him;  and  that  not  the  Bishop  Eustathius,  but  Eustathius  the 
coppersmith  was  its  father.  They  tell  how  his  people  sympathized  with  him  in 
his  sore  and  undeserved  trials.  The  Arian  partisan,  Philostorgius,  refers  to  the 
deposition  of  Eustathius' in  Chapter  VII.,  Book  II.,  of  his  Ecclesiastical  History, 
and  admits  that  the  city  where  the  Arian  leader,  Eusebius,  was  Bishop,  *'  Nico- 
tnediay  was  the  workship  where  they  [the  Arians]  contrived  all  their  evil  deeds'.^'' 
I  quote  Bohn's  translation. 

I  ought  to  add  that  the  Index  to  Bohn*s  translation  of  Socrates,  under 
**  EustathiuSy^*  confounds  the  Orthodox  Eustathius  with  the  heretic  Etistathius 
of  Sebaste;  the  latter  is  meant  on  pages  130,  259  and  260  of  that  translation,  as 
is  expressly  said  by  Socrates  himself  in  the  context  of  those  places.  I  would  add 
liirther  that  Socrates,  in  his  partisanship  for  Origen,  uses  abusive  language  ot 
Saint  Methodius,  Bishop  of  Olympus  in  Lycia;  of  Saint  Eustathius,  Bishop  of 
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as  long  as  we  were  ofifended  at  written  statements  which  differed  from 
our  own,  but  received  without  contention  what  no  longer  pained  us, 
as  soon  as,  on  a  candid  examination  of  the  sense  of  the  words,  they 


Antioch;  and  of  Saint  Theophilus,  Bishop  of  Alexandria;  because  they  opposed 
On  gen's  errors.  But  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Council  vindicated  those  blessed 
men  when,  in  its  Anathema  XI.,  it  anathematized  Origen  and  **any  fnan  who 
does  not  anathematize^^  him  and  his  ^'impious  writings,^'  and  classes  him 
among  the  '* heretics, *^  with  Arius,  Macedonius,  Apolinarius,  Nestorius,  and 
Eutyches,  and  anathematizes  ^^  those  who  held  or  hold  opinions  like  those  of  the 
aforesaid  heretics^  and  continue  in  their  own  impiety  to  the  end,*^  How  far  Soc- 
rates the  Origenist,  (perhaps  also  the  Novatian),  held  to  Origen's  opinions  is  a 
question  which  I  have  no  time  to  investigate  here.  If  he  held  them  to  the  last 
he  is  undoubtedly  anathematized  in  the  above  Curse  pronounced  by  the  Fifth 
Synod  of  the  whole  Church. 

Now  as  to  the  statement  in  the  note  above  mentioned  in  Bghn  that  Bpipha- 
nius  has  omitted  Section  9  in  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Epistle  above  to  his  Flock, 
I  would  remark : 

1.  Valesius  refers  not  to  St  Epiphanius,  Bishop  of  Constantia,  in  Cyprus,  in 
Century  IV.  and  V.,  but,  as  he  shows  in  the  note  above  translated  from  him,  to 
Epiphanius  Scholasticus,  of  the  beginning  of  the  sixth  century.  He  translated 
the  Ecclesiastical  Histories  of  Socrates,  Sozomen  and  Theodoret  into  Latin. 

2.  He  merely  followed  therefore  the  text  on  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Epistle 
to  his  Flock  which  he  found  in  Socrates,  and  hence  omitted  Section  9  above. 

3.  The  article  on  that  "Epiphanius  Scholasticus,*'  page  159,  volume  2,  of 
Smith  and  Wace's  Dictionary  of  Christian  Biography y  tells  us  as  to  his  transla- 
tions that:  "  Cassiodorus  himself  revised  the  work,  corre<5led  its  faults  of  style, 
abridged  it,  and  arranged  it  into  one  continuous  history  of  the  Church.  He  then 
published  it  for  the  use  of  the  clergy.  *  *  *  It  was  known  as  the  Tripar- 
tite History."  In  the  form  therefore  in  which  Cassiodorus  of  Century  VI.  gives 
it,  it  is  no  wonder  that  Se<5lion  9  of  Eusebius*  letter  is  omitted.  For  it  was  not 
in  Socrates  whom  he  was  translating  into  Latin. 

Socrates*  designed  omission  of  a  passage  in  his  Origenist  favorite,  Eusebius 
of  Caesarea,  to  hide  his  Arianism  here,  would  make  us  more  ready  to  suspe<5l 
that  he  has  omitted  a  part  of  the  Synodal  Epistle  of  the  First  Ecumenical 
Council  because  it  claims  that  the  Council  was  guided  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  and 
so  was  infallible  in  its  condemnation,  in  its  Eighth  Canon,  of  the  sect  of  the 
Cathari,  that  is  the  Novatians,  to  which  it  is  thought  Socrates  belonged.  See 
what  I  have  said  on  that  matter  above,  where  I  give  Socrates*  and  Theodoret*8 
forms  of  the  Synodal  Epistle  of  Nicaea. 

Before  dismissing  the  note  of  Valesius  above  quoted,  I  would  remark  that 
his  inference  from  Eusebius*  words  above  quoted  that  he  was  an  Arian,  because 
he  believed  in  the  non-eternity  of  God  the  Word,  is  true.  For  God  the  Word 
was  not  merely  potentially  but  really  and  a^uatly  in  God  the  Father  from  all 
eternity. 
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appeared  to  us  to  coincide  with  what  we  ourselves  have  professed  in 
the  Faith  above  set  forth  (525).*' 


Nevertheless  the  ancients,  like  St  Justin,  the  Mart3rr,  Tatian  in  his  Orthodox 
time,  St  Theophilus  of  Antioch,  Tertullian,  and  Novatian  even,  and  St.  Zeno  of 
Verona,  held  to  the  dodlrine  that  God  the  Word  was  eternally  in  the  Father  from 
all  eternity,  but  was  not  bom  out  of  Him  till  just  before  the  w^orlds  were  made. 

Valesius  contradi<$b  himself  when  he  says  that  a^/  and  power  are  not  dis- 
tinguishable in  God,  for  dire<5lly  after  he  shows  in  efife<^  that  God  the  Father 
had  from  all  eternity  the  power  to  create  all  things,-  but  did  not  do  so,  till  about 
six  thousand  years  ago  he  made  the  worlds. 

Theodore t  did  not  agree  with  Socrates'  notion  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  was 
a  Trinitarian,  but  held  with  St  Athanasius,  who  knew  him  best,  that  he  was  an 
Arian.  Indeed,  Theodoret,  in  Chapter  XI.,  Book  I.,  of  his  Ecclesiastical  His- 
tory^  introduced  the  above  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  as  a  sort  of  argu- 
fptentum  ad  hominent  to  the  Arians,  because,  that  is,  it  is  testimony  to  the  Nicene 
Creed  from  one  whom  they  regarded  as  of  the  same  mind  with  themselves.  I 
liave  translated  that  place  of  Theodoret  above. 

(525).  I  have  translated  from  the  Greek,  and  have  largely  agreed  with  the 
Oxford  translation,  but  sometimes,  for  greater  clearness  and  accuracy,  have  de- 
parted from  it  In  this  place  I  may  be  allowed  to  take  occasion  to  warn  the 
young  reader  to  be  on  his  guard  against  the  warped  and  partisan  tendency  of 
a  few  of  the  notes  in  some  of  the  Oxford  translations  of  the  Fathers,  especially 
in  Dr.  John  Henry  Newman's  translation  of  S.  Athanasius*  Treatises  against 
ArianistHy  page  417,  especially  note  **^."  He  went  over  to  Rome  not  long 
afler  that  The  virus  of  the  creature-worship  of  the  Roman  Communion  can  be 
easily  discovered  by  the  attentive  observer.  It  is  a  pity  that  with  much  learning 
in  some  branches,  almost  all  the  Oxford  school,  including  Pusey,  Newman  and 
Keble,  were  so  deplorably  ignorant  of  the  relative  superiority  of  the  decisions  of 
the  Universal  Church  in  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synotls  to  the  mere  opinions  (as 
distinguished  from  the  historical  ztntness)  of  individual  Fathers,  and  to  the  mere 
local  decisions  of  the  Occident.  The  men  of  that  school  with  most  knowledge 
on  the  Ecumenical  data  were  Perceval  and  Palmer,  of  Worcester  College.  Even 
they,  however,  are  defe<^ive  in  places  in  regard  for  some  of  the  decisions  of 
those  Six  Synods.  Perceval,  in  particular,  argues  for  the  right  of  the  local 
Church  of  England  to  set  aside  some  excellent  canons  approved  at  Chalcedon, 
■which  are  in  harmony  with  Scripture,  and  with  the  observance  of  the  Church 
since  early  and  pure  times. 

The  notes  referred  to  above  have  a  tendency,  indire^ly,  to  excuse  creature- 
-worship.  Probably  at  the  time  they  were  written  Newman  had  a  tendency 
towards  it  Compare  the  remarks  of  Bishop  Kaye,  of  Lincoln,  in  his  Account 
of  the  Council  of  Nicaea^  Preface,  page  VI.  In  reading  ^ewman*s  writings  I 
bave  been  struck  with  the  &ct  that  from  the  very  first  he  seems  to  have  been 
Ignorant  or  forgetftil  of  the  plain  fact  which  every  catechist  of  children  even  ought 
to  know,  and  that  is  that  the  Roman  Communion  is  idolatrous,  because  it 
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From  glancing  at  this  letter  of  Busebius  of  Caesarea  the  reader 
will  at  once  see, 

I .  That  neither  Kusebius  nor  the  Council  propose  to  enlarge  the 
Creed  of  the  Roman  Church,  such  as  when,  after  this  time,  it  first 
clearly  appears  in  history,  it  is  found  to  be. 

2.  That  if  by  Faith,  ?rj'<rT«y,in  the  second  secftion  of  this  letter,  Eusebins 
means  a  Creed,  it  must  be  that  of  Caesarea,  of  which  he  was  Metro- 
politan, and  to  which  Jerusalem,  being  an  Episcopate  in  the  province 


worships  images  painted,  and  images  graven,  crosses,  altars,  relics  and  other 
things,  on  the  plea,  like  the  heathen,  of  Relative  Service^  the  very  plea  used  by 
the  heresiarch  Nestorius  for  his  relative  bowing  to  Christ*s  humanity,  and  quoted 
against  him  in  his  own  words  in  Act  I.  of  the  Third  Ecumenical  S3mod,  and 
made  one  of  the  grounds  for  deposing  him;  and  that  the  invocation  of  the 
Virgin  Mary,  saints  and  angels  is  impliedly  anathematized  in  Anathema  VIII. 
of  St  Cyril  of  Alexandrians  XII.,  approved  at  Ephesus,  and  in  Anathema  IX.  of 
the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Council  against  the  Nestorian  worship  of  the  humanity  of 
Christ  For  surely  if  I  may  not  give  any  separate  worship,  after  the  Nestorian 
fashion  to  the  himianity  of  Christ,  much  less  may  I  to  any  creature  less  than 
that  perfect  himianity,  be  it  the  Virgin  Mary,  or  any  saint,  or  any  angel,  or  any 
archangel,  or  any  other  creature  animate  or  inanimate,  or  to  any  mere  thing, 
such  as  a  picture,  statue,  bust,  relics,  the  bread  and  wine  of  the  Encharist,  or 
any  other  mere  thing.  He  seemed  from  the  early  times  of  the  Oxford  move- 
ment to  have  forgotten  the  fact  taught  him  by  the  Homily  of  his  own  Church 
Against  Peril  of  Idolatr}-,  that  as  God  cursed  the  Ten  Tribes  and  Jndah  alao,  with 
division,  with  disaster,  defeat,  and  captivity  for  such  sins  by  the  Assyrian  and 
the  Babylonian,  so  he  cursed  the  Christian  Israel  with  the  same  calamities  for 
the  same  sins,  by  the  Persian,  the  Arab,  the  Tartar  and  the  Turk.  In  his  blind 
desire  for  a  union  with  idolatrous  Rome  he  forgot  the  plainest  lessons  which  God 
has  taught  all  men;  and  finally  landed  in  paganism  and  died  the  death  of  the 
idolater  which  Holy  Writ  teaches  us  is  without  hope. 

Even  Palmer,  who  wrote  on  the  Church,  if  I  recolle<^  aright  differed  from 
his  own  Church  in  not  deeming  Rome  idolatrous.  Nearly  the  whole  of  the  lead- 
ers of  the  party  to  which  Newman  and  Keble  and  Pusey  belonged  fiuled  to  wit- 
ness for  God  and  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils  on  those  vital  points^  Indeed 
while  many  of  them  had  some  Patristic  learning  I  know  of  none  of  them  who 
could  be  called  well  versed  in  the  Ecumenical  Decisions  in  those  Holy-Ghost-led 
councils  of  Universal  Christendom.  Able  as  were  some  of  them,  as  a  school 
they  were  a  woful  failure  because  they  built  not  on  the  rock  of  the  Bcnmenical 
Decisions,  but  on  their  private  fancies  and  private  interpretations  as  to  Scripture 
or  the  Fathers.  Their  heresies  are  antecedently  anathematized  by  the  Six 
Synods,  and  the  Anglican  Bishops  should  anathematize  their  creature  worship 
and  other  heresies,  and  those  guilty  of  them,  or  be  deposed. 
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Df  which  Caesarea  was  metropolis,'*was  at  that  time  stibje^ '  But  lie 
3oes  not  use  the  word  Creedy  but  only  Faiths  here. 

3.  That  this  Faith  (ni<nt9)  presented  by  Eusebius  formSy  accord- 
Jig  to  his  claim  above,  the  ground-work  of  the  Nicene  Symbol,  that 
s,  of  the  Creed  of  the  318. 

Indeed,  much  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  outside  of  its  Anathema,  may 
De  found,  word  for  word,  in  that  presented  by  Eusebius  of  Caesarea. 
l^hat  is  apparent  from  a  glance  at  the  Greek  and  the  English  of  both. 
C  have  italicized  the  parts  which  are  the  same  in  both,  and  have  put 
Ln  capitals  those  clauses  which  the  Ecumenical  Council  added  to 
guard  the  Consubstantial  Faith;  for  the  Arian,  Eusebius,  had  pur- 
posely omitted  any  statement  of  that  tenet.  Of  those  added  clauses 
I  will  speak  further  on.  Eusebius'  statement,  part  of  which  may 
^ave  been  (I  do  not  say  was)  akin,  in  some  parts,  to  the  Creed  of 
Caesarea  and  its  comprovincial  see,  Jerusalem,  the  mother  of  all 
Churches,  is  as  follows.  For  the  sake  of  convenience  and  comparison 
^nd  future  reference  we  append,  in  parallel  columns,  three  other  early 
Ebrms,  but  only  the  articles  in  them  which  treat  of  the  Father,  the 
Son  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  because  the  Nicene  has  only  those  three 
articles  and  the  Anathema,  which  is  peculiar  to  itself. 


I. 

^The  Faith  (^  lli^t^)  of  Eusebius^ 
Bishop  of  Caesarea,  exhibited  at 
Nicaea,  A,  D.  323. 

Ilnmooiuv  e?9  Iva  ^c«v,  IJaripa 
navToxpdropa^  rov  raiv  dTzdvrwv  6paTwv 
re  xai  dopdrofv  iroti^njv, 

Kai  el^  Iva  Kuptov  ^li^trouv  A'pt<rr6v^ 
t'dv  TOO  0eoo  A&j^ovy  Osdv  ix  0eou/^w^ 
^jc  ^putrd^^  ^oti^v  ix  Zat^9,  Tldv  Movoytvri^ 
nparrdroxov  7td*nj^  xr(Vca»9,  7tp6  ndvrwv 
fwy  aimvutv  ix  toj  Uarpd^  YtytvyT^fifil- 
yovy  dt*  00  xa\  iylvtro  rd  jrdvra,  rov 
9td  Tr^v  fffuripav  autnjpiav  capxut^ivra 
tdi  iv  dv^^pwirotf  noXtrttMrdpLSvov,  xai 
ta&6ifTa^  xai  dva^ravra  rj  ^/>('^  VM^P^y 
:al    dvtX^oyra    npd^  rdv  IJaripa^   xa\ 


II. 

The  Creed  (jd  lOfifioXov)  of  the 
First  Ecumenical  Council,  held 
at  Nicaea,  A,  D,  323, 

UKfreuofiev  crV  ^^d  Sedv^  IJaripa 
7ta\fToxpdTopay  Trdvratv  6paTwv  re  xai 
dopdzuiv  7:otrfTrj)/' 

KaX  ti^  rJy  Iva  Koptov^ Ii^ffohv  Xpur^ 
Tov,  rov  Ylov  TOO  Seou,  ^tyy/jdivra  ix 
TOO  IlaTpd^  Movoytyify  TouTiertv  ix  t^^ 
ouiTia^  rou  UaTpo^,  0edv  ix  Seou,  ^w^ 
ix  ^wrb^y  Seov  dXijOtvov  ix  Beoo  dXijOt-- 
ifoUy  Yt¥)rr^OivTay  oo  TCotr^Oivray  Cfioooc^ 
toy  rtp  Harp) J  dt  ou  Td  irdyra  iyiytro, 
rd  Tf  iv  r^t  oupavw  xa\  rd  iir\  r^9  y^f 
rdv  dt*  T^fid^  Tou^  dvOpiOTZoo^^  x€Li  did 
njv  TJfieTiftav  ewnqpiav  xarfXOdvra,  xa\ 
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ifS^vra  ndXtv  iv  ^v?i}  xptvat  Z^ovra^  xat 
vexpou^. 


ntareuofie'^  xa\  erV  ^>  Uvsufia  ^Aytov, 


TRANSLATION. 
I. 

*  Faith ' '  of  EusebiiiSy  Bishop  of 
Caesarea,  presented  at  Nicaea^ 
A,  D,32S. 

1.  We  believe  in  one  God,  the 
FatJicr  Almighty,  the  Maker  of  all 
visible  and  of  all  invisible  things. 

2.  And  in  one  Lord,  fesus  A?i' 
ointed,  the  Word  of  God,  God  out 
of  God,  Light  out  of  Light,  Life 
out  of  Life,  Sole-Born  Son,  First 
Bringer  Forth  of  all  creation, 
iom  out  of  the  Father  before  all 
the  worlds,  through  whom  all 
things  ivere  made ; 


3.  Who,  for  our  salvation,  took 
en  flesh,  a^id  lived  among  men  ; 

4.  And  suffered; 

5.  And  rose  up  on  the  third  day: 

6.  And  went  up  to  the  Father ; 


TRANSLATION. 
II. 

The  Creed  of  Nicaea^  A,  0.32$. 


m 

capxt»$ivTaj  ivavOpwizijtrcofTay  7:a$*h^ 
xdi  dvaaTdvra  rj  TptTQ  •^/lipa^  xa)  d>ti-    ) 
Bovra    t/9   rohf    obpavoh^^    lpj^6pao» 
xptvat  f^wvraf  xa\  vtxpoo^ 
Kai  €^9  t-d  Uviufia  rd  "Aytov. 


1.  We  believe  in  one  God^  ike 
Father  Almighty,  Maker  of  all 
visible  and  of  all  invisible  things: 

2.  A7id  in  THE  one  Lord,  fesus 
Anointed,  the  Son  of  God,  bom 
out  of  the  Father,  Sole- Bom,  that 
IS  OUT  OF  THE  Substance  of  the 
Father,  God  out  of  God,  Light 
out  of  Light,  Very  God  out  of 
Very  God,  born,  not  made,  of 
THE  SAME  Substance  as  the 
Father,  through  whom  all  things 
were  made,  BOTH  THOSE  in  the 
Heaven  and   those  on   the 

EARTH  ; 

3.  Who,  for  us  men,  and/r 
our  salvation,  came  down,  and  toek 
on  flesh,  [and]  put  on  a  man  ; 

4.  Suffered  ; 

5.  And  rose  up  on  the  third  day, 

6.  And  Went  up  into  the 
heavens, 
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7.  ^/i^will  come  again  in  glory 
io  judge  the  living  and  the  dead: 

8.  We  believe  in  one  Holy  Spirit 
also. 


7.  [And]  Cometh  to  judge  the 
living  and  the  dead: 

8.  And\yf^h^)itv^tn  the  Holy 
Spirit. 


III. 

The  Creed  of  Cyril,  of  Jerusalem^ 
A.  D. 347  or 348. 

1.  We  believe  in  one  God^  the 
Father  Almighty  y  Maker  ofhesLven 
and  earth,  and  of  all  visible  and 
of  all  invisible  things  : 

2.  And  in  one  Lord  fesus  An* 
ointed,  the  Son  of  God,  the  Sole- 
Bom,  who  was  bom  very  God  out 
of  the  Father  before  all  the 
worlds,  through  whom  all  things 
were  made. 

3.  He  took  on  flesh^and put  on  a 
man. 

4.  Was  crucified  and  buried. 

5.  Rose  up  on  the  third  day; 

6.  hxAwentupintotheheavens, 
and  sat  down  at  the  right  hand  of 
the  Father; 

7.  And  comethin%\ory  io  judge 
the  living  and  the  dead:  Of  His 
Kingdom  there  will  be  no  end. 

8.  And  in  one  Holy  Spirit^  the 
Comforter,  who  spake  in  the 
prophet?. 


IV. 

The  Creed  of  Rome,  about  A.  D. 
390. 

I.  /  believe  in  God,  the  Father 
Almighty. 


2.  And  in  fesus  Christ,  Bis  otAy 
Son,  our  Lord. 


3.  Who  was  bom  by  the  Holy 
Ghost  out  of  Mary,  the  Virgin. 

4.  Was  crucified  under  Pontius 
Pilate,  and  was  buried. 

5.  On  the  third  day  He  rose 
again  from  the  dead. 

6.  He  went  up  into  the  heavens. 
He  sitteth  at  the  right  hand  of  the 
Father. 

7.  ^hsxLQ&B&will  come  to  judge 
the  living  and  the  dead 

8.  And  [/  believe\  in  the  Holy 
Spirit. 
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The  b^;iiming  of  Eusetnus'  Fomntila,  and  all  its  eiidii^»  both  of 
which,  taken  together,  fonn  about  thxee-fifths  of  it,  are  not  at  all  in 
the  Nicene  Creed.  In  the  Oxford  translation  the  docnment  is  in 
twenty-nine  lines;  of  which  ten  only  contain  anythii^  like  the  Nioene 
Creed.    This  is  a  great  difference  at  once. 

On  the  other  hand,  Busebius'  Formula  wholly  lacks  the  An- 
athema of  the  Nicene  Creed,  which  constitntes^  in  the  Oxfbid  tnms- 
latioUy  about  five  lines  out  of  the  entire  sixteen  of  that  Creed.  Conse- 
quently the  only  comparison  which  we  can  make  between  the  two 
documents  is  between  ten  lines  of  the  twenty-nine  of  Buaefatns' 
Formula,  and  eleven  lines  of  the  sixteen  of  the  Nicene  Creed.  Those 
fwo  parts  treat  of  the  Trinity  alone,  arid  contain  three  great  artides. 

(i)  That  on  the  Father. 

(2)  That  on  the  Son ;  and 

(3)  That  on  the  Holy  Ghost,  which  is  very  short  in  both  those 
documents. 

In  those  two  parts  of  those  two  documents  must  we  look,  there- 
fore, for  any  verification  of  Eusetrius'  claim  made  in  lojsEpisUe  ioOu 
Caesareans^  that ''  The  writing  an  Faith  set  forth  fy**  him  was  given 
farth^  with  additions  to  his  awn  wards^  by  the  First  KmmynV^^ 
Council  (526). 

If  we  are  asked  whether  it  can  be  positively  determined; 
whether  (i)  the  Formula  presented  by  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  at 
Nicaea,  or  rather  the  ten  lines  of  it  which  treat  of  the  Trinity  and 
are  most  like  eleven  of  the  lines  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  were  his  own 
composition; 

Or  (2),  whether  he  took  them  fix)m  a  Creed  of  Caesarea  in 
Palestine  and  embodied  them  in  his  own  Formula  or  Profession  of 
Faith; 

Or,  whether  (3),  the  Church  of  Caesarea  had  any  thing  nearer 
like  a  Creed  than  the  few  questions  common  in  every  Church  in  some 
form  in  Baptism  and  in  making  a  Catechumen ;  and 

Whether  (4),  the  Fathers  at  Nicaea  really  took  those  parts  of 


(526).  Boflcbius  of  Caesarea's  Epistle  to  the  Caesareans,  Se^km  1,  colimm 
'537»  of  Tome  XX,  of  Migne's  Atrolcgia  Graeca: 

*AvayKaiuc  Sttrrtft^fifuda  hfuv  irpirrov  fuv  rfjv  t^*  ifUrv  irporaffeUnv  wtpi  r^r  niortui 
ffiOif^f  IJTfira  n^  Sevripar^  ^  raiq  i/teriptuc  ^uvaif  irpooS^KOt  hrtPaXitmrc  asdMmaet, 
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their  Creed  which  are  the  same  as  parts  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's 
Formula  from  it,  or  from  the  common  statements  of  Oriental  local 
Creeds  which  are  now  lost ;  or  whether  they  composed  them  them- 
selves; 

We  reply  frankly  that  we  may  theorize  endlessly,  but  can  not 
state  9Jiy\hmgpostHvefy,  because  the  facJls  necessary  to  answer  these 
questions  with  clearness  and  absolute  certainty  have  perished. 

Nevertheless,  we  know  enough  to  afford  probability  in  certain 
respects.  We  will  glance  at  the  inquiries  above  specified  in  the  light 
of  the  fadls  known. 

(i.)  Is  the  formula  presented  by  Eusebius,  or  the  first  eight 
articles  of  it,  that  is  the  parts  on  the  Father,  the  Son,  and  the  Holy 
Ghost,  his  own  composition;  or 

(2),  Was  it  the  Symbol  of  Caesarea  in  Palestine  ? 

The  fadls  bearing  on  these  points  are  as  follows : 

Caesarea,  as  has  been  said,  was  in  the  same  ecclesiastical  prov- 
ince as  Jerusalem,  and  under  the  same  Metropolitan  (527).  Situated 
so  near  to  each  other,  founded  in  the  same  epoch,  conversant  with 
the  same  circumstances,  it  seems  unlikely  that  the  Caesarean  Symbol, 
if  one  existed,  differed  so  widely  as  does  this  from  the  Jerusalem 
Symbol  found  in  the  Catechetical  LeSlures  of  Cyril  of  the  latter  Church, 
about  A.  D.  347  or  348,  only  22  or  23  years  after  Eusebius  ofiered 
his  formula  to  the  Council.  It  seems  likely,  therefore  that  Eusebius 
composed  some  parts  of  his  formula.  Neverthless,  as  a  comparison 
with  the  Jerusalem  Symbol  in  Cyril's  Catechetical  LeSlures  shows,  his 
form  seems  to  have  been  affe<5led  and  in  places  modeled  by  it  or  by  a 
Caesarean  Symbol  like  it. 

Now  as  to  Question,  (3),  Whether  in  A.  D.  325  the  Church  of 
Caesarea  had  anything  nearer  like  a  Symbol  than  the  few  questions, 
such  as  those  which  were  common  at  that  time  and  before,  in  the 
ante-Baptismal  preparation,  or  questions  of  similar  purport  to  them; 
in  other  words  whether  the  Chtux^  of  Caesarea  had  a  Declarative 
Symbol  at  that  epoch  ? 

Answer.  We  can  not  say  with  absolute  certainty.  The  Jerusalem 
Church  had  one  A.  D.  347,  348,  and,  so  £bu:  as  appears,  long  befofe; 

(527).    See  Canon  VII.  of  Nicaea  and  the  remarks  of  Hammond  in  his 
"  Canons  qftke  Ckmrdk  "  on  it 
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and  the  46th  Canon  of  the  Council  of  Laodicea,  which  is  commonly 
ascribed  to  about  A.  D.  364,  directs  that  ''  Those  who  are  to  be 
enlightened  must  learn  the  Faith  (ttJw  ni<rrtv),  and  an  the  fifth  day  of  the 
week  repeat  [or  *  *  tell*  *]  it  to  the  Bishop  or  Presbyters, ' '  language  whidi 
may  mean  a  Declarative  Creed,  or  perhaps  the  Baptismal  Questions, 
or  perhaps  nothing  more  than  the  substance  of  Ledtures  or  Instruc- 
tions. A  similar  direction  is  found  in  Canon  47  of  Laodicea.  About 
A.  D.  390,  Rufinus  expresses  the  belief  that  the  Declarative  Roman 
Creed  had  come  down  from  the  Apostles,  which  is  true  if  its  sense  be 
meant,  but  not  proven  if  its  words  be  intended,  but  that  belief  implies 
that  it  had  not  been  composed  in  his  own  era  but  was  then  ancient. 
We  have  written  elsewhere  on  the  Ante-Nicaean  Symbols  and  Confess- 
ions, and  hope  to  publish  and  must  refer  the  reader  to  that. 

But  the  language  of  Canons  46  and  47  of  Laodicea  in  Syria  is 
too  late  to  aid  us  in  determining  whether  there  was  a  Declarative 
Creed  of  the  Church  of  Caesarea  in  Palestine  in  A.  D.  325.  Besides 
neither  of  those  Canons  uses  the  word  Creed  (ffbfi^oXov)^  but  only  **  the 
faith''  (nyy  mtrrtv).  Besides  in  the  period  of  the  Arian  controversy 
which  was  so  fertile  in  new  Creeds,  we  can  not  say  that  the  Jerusalem 
Creed  of  A.  D.  347  or  348  remained  the  same  it  had  been  in  A.  D. 
325.  And  what  its  form,  or  indeed  that  of  the  Creed  of  Caesarea  in 
Palestine,  was  in  A.  D.  325,  is  not  known.  Furthermore,  while  I 
believe  that  each  local  Church  had  its  own  Declarative  Creed  in  A.  D. 
325,  we  can  not  say  exa<5lly  what  their  forms  were. 

We  come  then  (4),  to  ask  whether  the  Fathers  at  Nicaea  really 
took  those  parts  of  their  Creed  which  are  the  same  as  parts  of  Eu- 
sebius'  Formula  from  it,  or  from  the  common  statements  of  Oriental 
local  Creeds  which  are  now  lost,  or  whether  they  composed  them 
themselves,  or  adopted  them  into  the  Creed  from  their  use  before 
among  the  Orthodox  ? 

Answer. — ^That  they  adopted  or  composed  part  of  them  is  dear 
from  what  Athanasius  tells  us  in  his  Epistle  to  the  African  Bishops; 
that  is,  such  expressions  as  ^^out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father,*^  and 
^^ of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father,^*  though,  as  even  Eusebius 
admits,  the  latter  expression  was  in  use  before;  and,  of  course,  they 
composed  the  Anathema  at  the  end  of  their  Creed. 

But  whether  they  took  the  expressions  which  are  the  same  in 
the  Nicene  Creed  and  in  the  Profession  of  Faith  of  Eusebius  of 
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Caesarea  from  that  Profession  of  Eusebius,  or  from  their  own  local 
Creeds^  or  made  them  up  themselves,  does  not  appear  from  any  fadis 
known  to  us.  For  though  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  states  that  they  did 
take  them  from  his  Formula,  their  own  accounts  do  not  assert  it. 
And  it  does  not  seem  likely  that  they  would  pay  much  heed  to  a 
pronounced  and  inveterate  Arian,  like  that  Eusebius,  who  really 
deserved  to  be  deposed.  Yet  there  is,  of  course,  a  possibility  that  his 
influence  with  the  Emperor  Constantine  may  have  induced  them  to 
pay  some  regard  to  his  Formula,  and  to  incorporate  some  parts  of  it 
into  their  Creed,  inasmuch  as  those  parts  were  probably  the  same,  or 
nearly  the  same,  as  similar  clauses  in  other  local  Oriental  Creeds. 
No  Orthodox  writer  asserts  that  the  Fathers  of  the  Council  made  any 
use  of  Eusebius'  Profession  in  drawing  up  their  Creed.  When  speak- 
ing of  the  formulating  of  the  Creed  they  .do  not  even  mention  it, 
though,  as  we  shall  see,  they  mention  Arian  objections;  and  Ambrose 
mentions  the  rejection  by  the  Fathers  of  a  blasphemous  Arian  epistle 
of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia. 

The  terms  used  of  the  Nicene  Creed  show  that  it  was  then  die* 
iated;  for  in  his  epistle  to  the  Caesareans  above,  it  is  headed, 

**  The  Faith  diaated  in  the  Council:'* 

And  again  in  the  same  epistle  afterwards  that  Creed  is  called, 
**  this  Faith  dilated  by  them.'*    See  the  Greek  in  notes  above. 

St.  Athanasius,  in  Section  3  of  his  ''Epistle  "  to  prove  ''that  the 
Synod  in  Nicaea^  seeing  the  unscrupulousness  of  the  Eusebians^  set  forth 
fitly  and  piously  its  Decisions  against  the  Arian  Heresy  '*  (528),  men- 
tions how  the  Fathers  at  Nicaea  dealt  with  the  pet  phrases  of  the 
Arians,  and  incidentally  refers  to  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Epistle  to 
the  Caesareans.  Athanasius  compares  the  Arian  tendency  to  deny 
Christ's  Divinity  to  that  of  the  Pharisees,  who  said,  "  Why  dost  thou, 
being  a  man,  make  thyself  GodV  (John  X.,  33);  and  warns  them  that 
like  those  Jews  they  will  be  condemned  for  "impiety  and  lack  ofin- 
struilion''  (529).    He  adds  as  follows : 

*  *  But  let  them  rather  search  with  a  desire  to  learn,  in  order  that, 
acknowledging  those  things  of  which  before  they  were  ignorant,  they 

(528).    Migne*8  Patrologia  Graeca,  Tome  XXV.,  columns  415,  416. 

(529).    Id.,  coL  428;  Section  2  of  St  Athanasius  On  ike  Decisions  of  the 
Nicene  Council. 
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may  wash  clean  their  own  impious  ears  with  the  water  (530)  of  truth, 
and  with  the  dogmas  of  piety.  For  so  also  it  happened  in  the  Council 
at  Nicaea  to  the  partisans  of  Eusebius. 

'  *  As  they  were  impiously  and  quarrelsomely  contending  [against 
the  truth],  and  were  trjring  to  fight  against  God,  the  things  said  by 
them  were  full  of  impiety.  But  the  assembled  Bishops  (who  were  in 
number  three  hundred,  more  or  less)  mildly  and  man-lovingly  asked 
them  to  give  a  reason  and  pious  proo&  for  those  things  which  they 
were  asserting.  But  as  soon  as  they  once  began  to  speak,  they  bq;an 
to  condemn  themselves,  and  began  to  war  against  each  other;  and 
seeing  the  great  difficulty  of  their  own  heresy,  they  remained  speech- 
less, and  by  their  own  silence  confessed  the  shame  which  had  come 
on  their  own  wicked  opinion.  The  Bishops,  therefore,  then  negatived 
(531)  the  expressions  contrived  by  them,  and  so  set  forth  against 
them  the  sound  and  ecclesiastical  faith  (532),  and  after  all  had  sub- 
scribed [it]  the  partisans  of  Eusebius  (533)  also  subscribed  to  those 
[Orthodox]  expressions  which  now  these  [Arians]  fault ;  I  mean  the 
expressions,  ^aut  of  the  substance'  (cx  ri;^  outria^)^  and  the  ^ of  the 
same  substance '  (r^  dfioouirty)^  and  that  the  Son  of  God  is  neither  a 
creature  nor  a  work^  nor  of  things  made,  but  the  Word  is  an  Offspring 
out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father  (534).  And  what  is  wonderful, 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in  Palestine,  who  had  denied  somewhat  the  day 
before,  nevertheless  afterwards  subscribed,  and  sent,  a  letter  to  his 
own  Church  saying  that  it  is  the  Faith  of  the  Church  and  the  Tradi- 
tion of  the  Fathers,  and  he  showed  plainly  to  all  that  they  were  in 
error  before,  and  were  vainly  and  quarrelsomely  striving  against  the 
truth.     For  though  he  was  then  ashamed  to  subscribe  (535)  to  those 

^ .     .  •  _    ^ . . ■ 

(530).    Or,  ^*  in  the  stream,^*  vdfMTt, 

(531).     Greek,  aveHvre^, 

(532).    That  is,  the  Nicene  Creed. 

(533)-  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  seems  to  be  meant.  He  was  the  chief  Arian 
leader.    But  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  was  one  of  his  partisans. 

(534).  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca^  Tome  XXV.,  coL  428;  St  Athanasins 
On  the  Nicene  DecisionSy  Sedlion  3:  Ai/w  6ii  TtjiinT^  ovciaf  icai  r^  ^^looiwi^,  luU  (m 
fiffTe  KTiafiOf  if  noirifia^  fir/re  rcjy  ytirriruv  iariv  6  rov  Qeoif  Ytdf,  dAAd  yhnnf/ta  ix  r^  ovaiof 
Tov  Uarpd^  iariv  6  Adyo^, 

(535)-  Greek,  ioxvvdff  rdre  rai^ai^  ralq  Xk^tai  ypdifHU  Tpa^  seems  to  be  used 
here  in  the  sense  of  vn-oypaipo.    Newman  renders  **to  adopt  these  phrases," 

The  literal  rendering  \a  **to  torite  in  those  expressions,*^  or  **with  those 
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expressions,  and  excused  himself  to  the  Church  as  he  himself  wished, 
yet  he  is  willing  to  signify  that  much  plainly,  at  least  by  his  letter, 
by  not  denying  the  *  0/  the  same  substance  *  and  the  *  out  of  the  sub- 
statue  '  (536).  And  he  suffered  something  strange.  For  as  he  went 
on  to  excuse  himself,  he  accused  thereby  the  Arians  of  not  being 
willing  to  grant  that  He  was,  even  before  his  birth,  in  flesh,  because 
they  had  written  [the  words]  *  He  was  not  before  He  was  bom  *  (537). 
And  that  even  Acadus  knows,  even  though  because  he  fears,  he  now 
for  a  season  plays  the  hypocrite  and  denies  the  truth.  At  any  rate,  I 
have  subjoined  at  the  end  the  letter  of  Eusebius,  in  order  that  from  it 
thou  mayest  know  the  lack  of  knowledge  of  the  Christ-fighters,  and 
especially  the  lack  of  knowledge  of  Acacius  as  regards  their  own 
teachers  (538)." 

That  is  the  letter  of  Eusebius,  just  quoted  above.  Here  St, 
Athanasius  makes  no  mention  at  all  of  Eusebius'  Formula  in  a  place 
where  we  should  naturally  expect  him  to,  if  it  had  been  made  the 
basis  of  the  Nicene  Creed. 

There  are  two  documents  mentioned  as  presented  to  the  Bishops 
of  the  Council,  and  as  reje<5ted  by  them;  and  Valesius  has  supposed 
that  one  of  them,  mentioned  by  Theodoret  as  below  quoted,  is  the 
8ame  as  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Formula  above.    They  are: 

1.  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia's  blasphemous  Epistle,  and 

2.  An  Arian  Instrunion  on  Faith. 

Hermanns,  as  quoted  below,  thinks  them  both  the  same. 


expressions,^^  Neither  Liddell  and  Scott  in  the  sixth  edition  of  their  Greek* 
English  Lexicon,  nor  Sophocles  in  his  Greek  Lexicon  give  subscribe  as  a  mean- 
ing of  yp^'  So  that  it  may  be  best  to  render  the  above  Greek,  not  as  in  the 
text  above,  but  in  the  literal  sense  above  given  in  this  note,  **to  write  tvith  thoset 
expressumSf^^  that  is  to  use  those  expressions  in  his  writing.  Yet  it  is  difficuk 
to  condemn  either  translation. 

(536).     Greek,  rh  dftooifotov  koI  rd  m  t^c  owrUt^, 

(537*)  Greek,  Ovk  iv  6  Tide  n-piv  yewnd^vai,  Athanasius  means  that  tt  waa 
strange  that  Eusebius,  in  excusing  himself,  should  so  slander  his  01m  fellow 
heretics  as  to  make  them  deny  that  the  Logos  had  an  existence  bel^  his  birth 
of  the  Virgin.  They  admitted  that  He  was  before  the  worlds,  but  A^iiM  that  He 
iras  eternal. 

(538).  Migne*s  Patrologia  Graeca,  Tome  XXV.,  col,  419^  499;  Sections  ^ 
«nd  3  of  St.  Athanasius  On  the  Nicene  Decisions. 
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Let  us  glance  at  them  and  try  to  form  some  correct  notion  as  to 
either  of  them  being  Busebius  of  Caesarea's  Formula  above. 

Hefele,  in  his  History  of  the  Christian  Councils  (Clark's  English 
translation,  Volume  I.,  page  286),  states  that  ^'S*.  Ambrose  says  ex* 
pressly  that  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  submitted  a  heterodox  writing  to  the 
Council''  of  Nicaea.  I  find  the  place  to  which  Hefele  refers  in  Am- 
brose's work  on  Faith  addressed  to  the  Emperor  Gratian^  Book  III., 
Chapter  XV.  (column  639,  Tome  XVI.,  of  Migne's  PairotogioL 
Latino),     I  translate  it  from  the  I^atin: 

*'  For  what  other  reason  is  there  why  they  [the  Arians]  should 
refuse  to  say  that  the  Son  is  of  the  same  substance  \6iLoobctov\  as  the 
Father,  except  that  they  are  not  willing  to  confess  that  He  is  the 
real  Son  of  the  Father  ?  As  an  author  of  their  own,  Eusebius  of 
Nicomedia,  shows  when  he  writes  in  his  Epistle: 

**  'If  saith  he,  *  we  say  that  He  is  the  Son  of  God,  and  uncreated^ 
we  begin  to  say  that  He  is  of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father,* 

**When  that  Epistle  was  read  in  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  the 
Fathers  put  that  expression  ['of  the  same  substance *]  in  their  Creed, 
because  they  saw  that  their  adversaries  feared  it,  so  that  with  it  they 
cut  off  the  head  of  an  abominable  heresy  as  with  a  sword  drawn  by 
themselves  (539)." 

On  the  above,  note  89,  column  639,  of  Tome  XVI.,  of  Migne's 
Patrologia  Latina  states: 

' '  It  is  doubted  among  learned  men  what  that  Epistle  of  Busebius 
of  Nicomedia  is,  of  which  mention  is  here  made  by  Ambrose.  Her- 
manns, in  Book  II.  of  the  Life  of  St.  Athanasius,  Chapter  VIII., 
after  Cardinal  Baronius,  at  the  year  325,  thinks  that  it  is  th^t  Epistle 
which  Theodoret  mentions  in  Book  I.,  Chapter  VIII.  [of  his  EccUsi- 
astiail  History],  in  Valesius*  edition.     Indeed,  Valesius,  on  the  same 

(539)-  Column  639,  Tome  XVI.,  of  Migne's  Bitrologia  Latina;  St  Am- 
brose, Bishop  of  Milan's,  work  De  Fide,  Lib.  lU.,  Cap.  XV.:  Nam  quid  est 
aliud,  CMx  ofwoixTiov  Patri  nolint  Pilium  did,  nisi  quia  nolunt  Verum  Dei  Filium 
confiteri  ?  Sicut  auctor  ipsorum  Eusebius  Nicomediensis  epistola  sua  prodidit, 
scribens:  Si  verum,  inquit,  Dei  Pilium  et  increatum  didmus  dfioowriov  cum  Pater 
[Patre  ?]  incipimus  confiteri.  Haec  cum  lecta  esset  epistola  in  condlio  Nicaeno, 
hoc  verbum  in  tractatu  Fidel  posuerunt  Patres,  quia  id  viderunt  adversarits  esse 
formidini;  uttanquam  evaginato  ab  ipsis  gladio  ipsorum  nefandae  caput  haereaeos 
amputarent 
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place,  contends  that  that  place  of  Theodoret  is  to  be  understood  not 
of  an  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  but  of  the  statement  on  the: 
Faith  which  was  offered  to  the  Fathers  of  the  Council  by  Eusebius  ot 
Caesarea,  and  he  brings  some  reasons  for  that  view;  which,  however,, 
do  not  seem  to  be  so  convincing  as  to  free  his  opinion  from,  all'  diffi^ 
culty.  But  whatever  be  the  truth  as  to  that  matter,  it  is  certain  that 
Ambrose  speaks  in  this  place  not  of  a  formula  or  statement  of  fisiith,, 
but  of  an  epistle." 

The  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  referred  to  may  be  that 
given  by  Theodoret  in  Chapter  V.  of  Book  I.  of  his  Ecclesiastical 
History^  where,  writing  to  Paulinus,  Bishop  of  Tyre,  he  strongly  con- 
tends against  the  dodlrine  that  the  Son  is  of  the  same  substance  as  the 
Father,  and  asserts  that  He  is  a  creature  and  ♦  ♦  ♦  a  work,  sa 
far  as  His  substance  is  concerned,  and  he  grounds  that  view  on  the 
Arian  perversion  of  the  Septuagint  Version  of  Proverbs,  VIII.,  22, 
and  after  (540).  It  is  true  that  the  exact  words  of  Ambrose's  quota- 
tion may  not  be  there,  but  their  sense  is,  and  it  is  not  certain  that  he 
meant  to  give  the  exact  words.  It  was  a  common  thing  among  the 
ancients,  as,  indeed,  it  is  in  Holy  Writ  sometimes,  to  quote  rather 
the  sense  than  the  exact  words  of  a  passage.  This  is  especially  true 
here  and  there  where  a  I^tin  Father  is  quoting  a  Greek  writer  whose 
works  had  not  all  been  rendered  into  Latin.  I  think  it  was  that 
Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  which,  Theodoret,  as  below  quoted, 
tells  us,  the  Fathers  tore  up.  It  does  not  seem  at  all  probable  that  it 
was  the  Profession  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea, 

1.  Because  it  is  not  an  '^Epistle**  at  all,  nor  in  Epistle  form,  but 
is  what  it  purports  to  be,  a  Profession  of  Faith: 

2.  Because  no  such  words  as  those  mentioned  by  Ambrose  in  the 
above  quotation  are  found  in  it. 

I  here  translate  from  Theodoret 's  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,, 
Chapter  V.,  the  Epistle  referred  to: 

**yl«  Epistle  of  Eusebius,  Bishop  of  Nicomedia,  to  Paulinus,  Bishop 
of  Tyre. 

*'  To  my  lord  Paulinus,  Eusebius  wisheth  joy  in  the  Lord. 


(540).    Cot  913,  Tome  LXXXII.,  of  Migne*s  Patrologia  Graeca:    Theo- 
doret, Bishop  of  Cyms*  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  V. 
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"The  zeal  of  my  lord  Busebius  (541)  for  true  doctrine  is  not 
unknown,  but  hath  reached  even  to  us,  and  so  hath  thy  silence,  my 
lord.  And,  as  was  a  natural  consequence,  we  were  gladdened  respedt- 
ing  my  lord  Busebius,  but  were  grieved  concerning  thee ;  for  we 
deemed  even  the  silence  of  such  a  man  [as  thou  art]  to  be  a  loss. 
Wherefore  I  exhort  thee,  inasmuch  as  thou  knowest  how  unbefitting 
a  thing  it  is  for  a  sensible  man,  who  hath  stirred  up  his  spirit  and  his 
mind  to  write,  to  hold  views  which  are  alien  (542)  and  to  be  silent 
as  to  those  views  which  are  true,  make  a  beginning  concerning  that 
matter,  and  profit  both  thyself  and  thy  hearers,  especially  because 
thou  art  willing  to  write  in  accordance  with  the  Scripture  and  to 
keep  to  the  leadings  of  its  words  and  their  meanings  (543).     For  we 


(541).  In  Bagster's  translation  here  and  in  Bohn's  we  find  "Panlinns" 
wrongly;  which  is  clear  from  the  next  mention  of  Eusebiua  below.  Migne*s 
text  here  has  EusebtM,  and  the  Various  LeBions^  which  he  gives  on  the  same 
page  with  it,  do  not  even  mention  Pctulinus  in  this  place,  or  any  thing  but  EuX' 
bius.  The  Busebius  referred  to  is  the  noted  Bishop  of  Caesarea  in  Palestine,  the 
•Church  historian,  who,  as  Athanasius  shows,  was  a  determined  Arian. 

(542).    He  means  the  Orthodox  views,  which  are  alien  to  ArianisnL 

(543).  Here  this  noted  Arian,  while  professing  respect  for  the  letter^  and 
ihe  meaning  of  Scripture,  departs  from  both.  For  he  and  his  party  departed 
from  the  letter  of  Scripture  by  bringing  in  such  non-Scriptoral  terms,  as  Athan- 
^asius  shows,  as: 

(i).  ''Out  of  nothing:' 

«(2).  **  TTie  Son  was  not  be/ore  His  generation,** 

'(3).  **  Once  He  was  not:* 

(4).  '' He  is  alterable:' 

-(5).  *' Pre-existence:* 

<6).  **  At  the  will:* 

(7.)  **The  Father  is  ineffable  and  invisible  to  the  Son,**  and 

(8).  **  The  Son  knows  not  even  His  own  Substance:* 

(Athanasius'  Treatises  Against  Arianism,  Oxford  translation,  pages  i,  30, 
133  and  257).  On  page  133,  St  Athanasius  says,  justly,  that  when  the  Arians 
reject  the  Nicene  statement  that  ''the  Son  has  come  out  of  the  Faiher^i  sub- 
stance:* on  their  plea,  "this  is  not  written i  and  we  reject  these  words  asun- 
scriptural:**  that  "this  is  an  unblushing  excuse  in  their  mouths.  For  if  they 
think  everything  must  he  rejected  which  is  not  written^  wherefore^  when  ike 
Arian  party  invent  such  a  heap  ofphrases^  not  from  Scripture^  as  'Out  of  nothing;* 
and^  *The  Son  was  not  before  His  generation ; '  and^  'Once  He  was  not ; '  and, 
'  He  is  alterable ; '  and^  '  The  Father  is  inefifable  and  invisible  to  the  Son ; '  and^ 
'The  Son  knows  not  even  Hb  own  substance ; '  and  all  that  Arius  has  vamiUd 
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have  neither  heard  that  there  are  two  ungenerated  beings  (544),  nor 
that  the  One  ungenerated  Being  (545)  has  been  separated  into  Two; 

in  his  light  and  irreligious  Thalia^  why  do  they  not  speak  against  these^  but 
rather  take  their  part  f  " 

On  page  31,  St  Athanarius  pertinently  asks  regarding  the  Arians: 

''Why  then,  when  they  have  invented  on  their  part  unscriptural  phrases, 
for  the  purposes  of  irreligion,  do  they  accuse  those  who  are  religious  in  their 
use  of  them?** 

On  page  36,  and  before,  he  argues  that  the  Arians  themselves  had  first  used 
terms  not  in  Scripture,  and  that  to  teach  heresy: 

"  TTiey  set  the  example ^  beginning  their  tvar  against  God  zvith  words  not  in 

Scripture  y 

And  again,  on  page  257,  referring  to  the  Arian  citation  of  certain  texts,  and 

their  perversion  of  them  to  make  them  favor  their  denial  of  the  Word's  full 

Divinity,  he  thus  writes  of  how  they  used  Scripture  language  in  a  wrong 

meaning: 

''These  passages  they  brought  forward  at  every  term,  mistaking  their  sense, 
imder  the  idea  that  they  proved  that  the  Word  of  God  was  a  creature  and  a  work, 
and  one  of  things  made;  and  thus  they  deceive  the  thoughtless,  making  the  Ian- 
guage  of  Scripture  their  pretence ,  but  instead  of  the  true  sense  sowing  upon  it 
the  poison  of  their  own  heresy.** 

The  truth  is  that  while  an  Ecumenical  Synod  must  ever  hold  to  the  sense  of 
Scripture,  it  may,  in  the  case  of  new  heresies,  invent  or  adopt  any  term  or  terms 
which  the  novelty  of  the  heresy  and  the  needs  of  the  case  demand,  and  it  has 
the  Christ-promised  aid  of  the  Holy  Ghost  in  doing  so.  Hefele  in  his  History 
of  the  Christian  Councils^  Volume  I.,  Clark's  English  translation,  page  291,  note 
I,  has  the  following  pertinent  passage  from  Volume  IV.,  of  Neander*s  Church 
History: 

"The  defenders  of  the  Homoousion  could  say.  It  was  not  necessary  to 
make  use  of  merely  Scriptural  expressions,  but  to  teach  Bible  dodbine,  although, 
in  other  words.  New  circumstances  might  render  new  forms  of  expression  ne- 
cessary for  the  development  and  defence  of  Biblical  truth,  and  the  fear  of  unbib- 
lical  expressions  might  serve  to  hinder  the  refutation  of  dodbines  which  were 
Tinbiblical  in  their  essence  and  spirit'* 

The  Anti-Trinitarian  sedb  of  our  day,  like  those  of  Athanasius*  time,  while 
carping  at  expressions  which  are  in  the  sense  of  Scripture,  nevertheless  use 
snany  terms  which  are  not  in  Scripture,  and  which  contradidt  its  sense:  so  that 
after  all  what  at  bottom  they  object  to  is  not  so  much  such  expressions  as  **  Of 
the  same  substance  with  the  Father,^*  as  the  Orthodox  and  Scriptural  sense 
which  they  convey. 

(544).  Here  he  slurs  the  Orthodox  dodlrine  that  the  Logos  is  Eternal  GoA^ 
as  though  it  meant  that  He  was  not  bom  out  of  the  Father,  but  is  unborn.  He 
misrepresents  if  he  means  to  imply  that  any  of  the  Orthodox  held  Him  to  be 
unborn. 

(545).    God,  the  Father. 
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nor  have  we  learned  or  believed,  my  lord,  that  He  hath  endured  any 
bodily  suffering  (546).  But  the  ungenerated  (547)  is  one,  and  the 
One  who  was  really  made  (548)  by  Him,  and  not  out  of  His  substance 
(549),  is  another,  who  does  not  at  all  partake  of  the  Nature  of  the 
Ungenerated  One  (550),  nor  has  He  come  out  of  His  substance  (551), 
but  He  was  made  utterly  other  [than  the  ungenerated  God]  in  His 
nature  (552)  and  in  His  power,  though  He  was  made  in  a  perfect 
likeness  of  the  disposition  and  the  power  of  Him  who  has  made  Him 

(546).  Here  he  implies  that  if  God  the  Word  was  bom  out  of  the  impassible 
Father,  then  the  Father  must  have  sufifered  in  that  bringing  forth  as  passible 
women  do  in  bringing  forth  mortal  sons !  The  blasphemy  of  Eusebius'  state- 
ment is  self-evident,  for  all  the  Orthodox  agree  that  the  Divine  Nature  is  impas- 
sible, and  hence  that  neither  the  Father  nor  the  Logos  suffered  m  that  birth 
before  all  the  worlds  by  which  the  Endiathetic  Logos,  according  to  St»  Jnsdn 
the  Mart3rr,  and  St  Theophilus,  of  Antioch  and  Tertullian,  became  Prophoric 
Besides  in  that  birth  the  Logos  was  not  bom  out  of  what  mortal  men  are  bom 
out  of,  for  the  Father  is  not  a  woman  nor  has  He  the  pudenda  of  a  woman;  for 
even  to  imply  that,  as  the  wicked  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  here  does,  is  shocking 
blasphemy.  No  wonder  therefore  that  when  the  above  Epistle  was  read  to  the 
Fathers  of  Nicaea,  they  were  horrified  at  such  sacrilegious  inuendos  against 
both  the  Father  and  the  Son,  and  tore  it  up  As  the  ancients  held,  and  as  will 
be  shown  in  the  proper  place,  the  Son's  birth  consisted  in  His  being  breathed  ont 
of  the  Father's  mouth.  But  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  like  his  fellow- Arian,  Ease- 
bins  of  Caesarea,  and  Arius  himself,  evidently  held  to  Origen*8  view  that  God 
has  no  body  and  hence  blundered  endlessly.  Some  of  the  Orthodox  held  that 
He  has  a  body,  while  some  others  before  Origeu's  condemnation,  by  the  Fifth 
Ecumenical  Synod,  were,  to  some  extent,  disposed  to  follow  him. 

(547).     God,  the  Father. 

(548).  Here  this  Arian  in  effect  teaches  that  the  Son  is  a  creature;  for  if  He 
were  ^^ really  made**  He  would  necessarily  be  so. 

(549).  Here  we  have  a  plain  denial  of  the  Consubstantiality  of  the  Son 
with  the  Father. 

(550).  That  is,  according  to  this  Arian,  He  is  utterly  unlike  the  Father  in 
Nature,  and  hence  not  God  at  all,  but  a  mere  creature,  and  hence  all  worship  of 
Him  is  mere  worship  of  a  creature,  and  so  is  against  Matthew  IV.,  za 

(551).  Here  he  denies  the  plain  teachings  of  Christ  Himself  in  John  VUL, 
42,  **  I  came  out  0/ God;**  and  in  John  XVL,  28,  '' I  catne  put  cff  the  Father;'* 
and  the  consequent  truth  stated  by  the  Holy  Ghost  through  the  Apostle  Paul, 
that  the  Logos  is  **  Character  of  His  [the  Father's]  Substance.'* 

(552).  Here  we  find  blasphemy  repeated  and  piled  on  blasphemy;  for  again 
this  Eusebius  makes  the  Logos  to  be  made  and  of  a  nature  utterly  unlike  the 
Father. 
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(553)-  We  have  believed  that  His  beginning  can  not  be  told  in  word; 
no,  not  even  in  thought,  either  by  men  or  by  any  of  those  beings  who 
are  above  men.  We  have  believed  it  to  be  incomprehensible.  We 
do  not  put  forth  these  assertions  as  our  own  reasonings ;  but  having 
learned  them  from  the  divine  Scripture,  we  say  that  He  was  created 
zxA  founded,  and  was  made,  as  respe<5ls  His  substance^  and  that,  too, 
with  an  unchangeable  and  ineffable  nature,  and  with  His  likeness  to 
Him  who  has  made  Him,  as  the  Lord  Himself  says:  *  God  created 
me  a  beginning  of  His  ways,  and  He  founded  me  before  the  world,  and 
He  brings  me  forth  before  all  the  hills  *  (554). 

**  But  if  He  had  come  out  of  Him  (555),  that  is,  from  Him,  as  a 
part  of  Him  (556),  or  as  an  outflow  from  His  substance  (557),  He 
could  not  in  that  case  be  said  to  be  created  or  founded  (558);  and  of 

(553)-  AH  this  stufif  still  leaves  the  Eternal  Logos  a  creature  and  so  makes 
His  worship  mere  Creature- Worship,  and  hence  ends  in  Creature-Worship  and 
Paganism  contrary  to  Matthew  IV.,  10.  For  all  the  Orthodox  held  that  if  He  be 
a  creature  He  can  not  be  worshipped;  and  that  Hebrews  I.,  6,  shows  that  He  is 
God  because  he  is  to  be  worshipped.  See  Athanasius  and  Cyril  of  Alexandria 
on  that  text. 

(554).  This  passage  in  the  Septuagint  Version  of  Proverbs  VHI.,  22,  23  and 
25  was  the  great  stock  in  trade  of  the  Anan  party,  and  they  so  perverted  it  as  to 
make  it  contradict  the  express  teachings  of  the  New  Testament  that  the  Logos 
has  adtually  come  out  of  the  Father* s  substance  and  is  "  Chara^er  of  His  Sub- 
stance*'  (John  VHL,  42,  and  John  XVI.,  28,  and  Hebrews  L,  3),  and  hence  is  no 
creature. 

(555).  Greek,  ef  airrov .  Here  he  attempts,  but  weakly  and  ineflfe<5lively,  to 
meet  the  Orthodox  argument  from  Christ*s  own  clear  statement  in  John  XVI., 
28,  that  the  Logos  has  **come  out  of  the  Father,''  and  hence  is  **Chara^erq/ 
His  Substance"  (Hebrews  I.,  3). 

(556).  Greek,  wc  «v  f^po^  avrov.  Tertullian  teaches  that  the  Logos  is  a  Art 
of  God,  as  we  show  elsewhere,  and  so  do  St  Justin,  the  Martyr,  and  St  Theo- 
philus  of  Antioch,  both  of  whom  were  long  before  Anus  and  before  this  Arian 
Busebius. 

(557).  Greek,  ^  ef  airoppoia^  r^c  ovaiac  The  Orthodox,  following  Tertullian, 
as  quoted  elsewhere  in  this  work,  did  not  hesitate  to  use  that  metaphor  to  de- 
acribe  the  actual  birth  of  the  Son  out  of  the  Father. 

(558).  Here  again  he  refers  to  the  Arian  pet  perversion  of  the  Septuagint  of 
Proverbs  VHI.,  22,  23  and  25.  All  the  Orthodox  met  that  perversion  by  starting 
with  the  plain  teachings  of  John  Vin.,42,  U  rov  Oeov  i^^X^ov^  and  John  XVI.,  28, 
i^^X^ov  U  Tov  Uarpdcy  that  God  the  Word  has  adbially  come  out  of  God  the  Father ; 
jmd  with  the  dear  assertion  of  Hebrews  I.,  3,  that  He  is  ''Character  of  His  [the 
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that,  my  lord,  thou  thyself  art  surely  not  ignorant.  For  that  which 
has  come  out  of  the  Ungenerated  one  (559)  can  not  be  created  by 
another  or  by  Him,  or  founded  (560),  because  it  would  be  ungenerated 
from  the  beginning  (561).  But  if  His  being  called  generated  (562) 
convey  some  idea  that  He  was  bom  out  of  the  Father's  substance^  and 
that  He  has  from  that  fact  the  identity  of  His  [the  Father's]  Nature; 


Father's]  Substance,  **  Xapaicrf/p  t^  imoordoti^  avrav.  Then  they  interpreted  Prov- 
erbs VIIL,  22,  23  and  25,  by  those  clear  statements.  But  some  of  them  applied 
to  Christ's  humanity  the  expressions  of  the  Septuagint  of  Proverbs  VIIL,  22,  25, 
24  and  25 ;  "  77ie  Lord  created  me  {the]  beginning  of  His  ways  for  His  Works. 
Before  the  worlds  He  founded  me,  in  the  beginning  before  He  made  the  earik^ 
and  be/ore  He  made  the  deeps,  before  the  fountains  of  the  waters  camefortM,  be* 
fore  the  mountains  were  settled,  and  before  all  hills  he  brings  MeforthJ** 

But  others,  I  think,  with  &r  greater  wisdom  and  logic,  ^plied  them  to  the 
birth  of  God  the  Word  out  of  the  Father's  mouth,  just  before  the  worlds  woe 
made;  by  which  birth  the  Logos',  as  Tertullian  teaches  as  quoted  elsewhere, 
who  before  had  been  eternally  in  the  Father,  as  a  Part  of  the  Consubstsatisl 
Divinity  was  borne  forth  out  of  Him,  and  by  that  birth  became  His  Son.  For 
before,  though  He  was  the  Logos  Consubstantial  and  co^etemal  with  the  Pslher, 
He  was  not  bom  out  of  Him,  and  hence,  as  Tertullian  teaches,  He  was  not  the 
Son  till  that  birth  occurred,  nor  was  the  Father  a  Father  before  that  birth, 
though  of  course  he  was  eternal  God,  for  that  birth  made  him  a  Father  and 
made  the  Logos  a  Son.  For  every  birth  necessarily  makes  a  Father  and  a  Son. 
Hence,  as  the  letter  of  Arius,  on  page  185  above,  to  Busebins,  of  Mioomedia, 
shows,  the  Orthodox  could  justly  say  that  the  uncresfted  Logos,  who  hsd  existed 
before  from  all  eternity,  was  by  that  birth  created  up  into  a  Son.  Just  as  we  use 
the  terms  created  and  founded  of  the  giving  of  new  titles  to  a  man  who  existed 
before.  For  instance  an  English  monarch,  or  his  representative  crested  Lofd 
Wellesley,  the  Duke  of  WeUington,  and  his  dukedom  was  founded  by  that 
monarch.  So  the  Father  created  His  co-eternal  Logos  a  Son  when  He  breathed 
Him  forth  out  of  His  mouth  just  before  the  worlds  were  made ;  and  so  then 
founded  not  His  being,  but  His  Sonship.  This  seems  to  me  the  best  way  to  meet 
the  Arian  cavil  on  those  words.  And  it  is  amply  warranted  by  the  afbreaaid  two 
passages  from  John,  and  from  Hebrews  L,  3,  and  by  the  expression  in  the  end  of 
that  passage  of  Proverbs  VHL,  **He  brings  meforth.*^ 

(559).    God  the  Father. 

(560).    Proverbs  VIH.,  23,  Septuagint 

(561).    Greek,  byiwiiTw,    Here  we  see  that  Hnsebins  is  naiBg  this  temi  in 
the  sense  of  ^^unmade,^^  that  is  '*  uncreated.** 

(562).    Greek,  rd  xrvvTr^.   Busebiususesthis  term  not  in  its  sense  of  ^fOSffA^ 
forth^  but  of  generated  in  the  sense  of  made,  that  ]b  produced  ot  created. 
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7e  know  that  the  Scripture  uses  the  expression  generated  (563),  not 
f  Him  alone,  but  also  of  things  unlike  Him  in  all  respedls,  as  re-^ 
ards  their  nature.  For,  speaking  of  men,  it  says  /  have  generated' 
564)  and  exalted  sons  (565),  but  they  have  set  me  aside '  (566),  and 
Thau  hast  forsaken  the  God  who  generated  (^sSf)  thee*  (568):  and  of 
ther  things  [than  men]  it  says:  '  Who  brought  forth  (569)  the  drops 
fdewV  (570)  not  implying  the  idea  of  the  coming  of  their  nature 
ut  of  God's  nature,  but  the  production  by  His  will  of  each  one  of  the 
hings  [thus]  made.  For  nothing  has  come  out  of  His  substance; 
>ut  all  things  were  made  by  His  will,  and  each  as  it  became 
nd  is.  For  God  [is  self-existent];  but  those  things  which  are  after 
lis  likeness  are  to  be  made  like  His  Word,  whereas  the  other  things 
ave  been  made  according  to  His  [the  Son's]  own  free  choice.  And 
11  things  were  made  by  God  through  Him,  and  all  things  are  from 
^od  (571)*    Take  these  very  ideas  and  elaborate  them  according  to 

(563).  Greek,  ro  ytwfrrfrv,  Busebius  is  here  trying  to  prove  that  the  wordfr 
1  the  Septuagint  of  Proverbs  VIIL,  25,  "Before  all  hills  He  brings  Me  forth 
rewg  fu)  are  not  to  be  understood  in  the  sense  that  God  the  Father  brought  forth 
le  Logos  then  out  of  His  own  substance,  but  that  He  created  Him. 

(564).  Greek,  vloi^  eyhv^a  xal  {npuea, 

(56s).  Or,  **  brought  up,'' 

(566).  Isaiah  I.,  2,  Septuagint 

(567).  Sedv  rbv  yew^/aavrd  ee, 

(568).  Dent  xxxn.,  la 

(569).    Greek,  6  rtrotUi^. 

(570).    Job  XXXVHL,  a8.  Sept 

(571).  Greek,  as  in  column  916  of  Tome  LXXXII.,  of  Migne's  PaUrt>lcgia^ 
^raeca:  Ov  r^v  fbetv  in  r^  finnoc  Saryobfievoc,  &XXa  n^  ^*  iK&eri^  tuv  yevofiivciv  in  rmy 
TV^fioroc  avTov  yhtotv,  Ovdh  ydp  iortv  in  r^  ovclof  iwrov  wdvra  &k  fiovXifiau  airrotf 
rv6/teva  kKOorov  uf  koI  tyherd  hrriv,  *0  /ihf  yap  0e6c  ra  &i  npbf  6ftotAn/Ta  avrov  My^ 
iota  Mfuva,  ra  &i  xal^  iitiovetae/t^  ytv6fttva.  Td  6i  ir&vra  ii  airrov  vwb  rov  Oeov  ytydfi- 
«*  irdvra  6i  ix  tov  Beov, 

Thelastpartof  this  passage  seems  to  be  corrupt  The  notes  on  it  in  liigne 
ill  us  that  the  last  iortv  above  is  "  not  in  the  two  Basel  [manuscripts  or  edi- 
ons?]  nor  in  Niccphorus  nor  in  Epiphanins  Scholasticus;  and  that  in  Nicepho- 
is  the  words  rd,  6i — {fwb  rov  Oeov  ytv6fieva  are  omitted;  and  that  the  first  ra  &i  are  in 
le  THpartite  History^  but  that  W.  I/)wth  thinks  they  should  be  expunged;  and 
lat  Stephanns  had  tor*  oiwtaoft^^  wrongly,  the  annotator  in  Migne  thinks.  I  do 
ot  feel  sure  of  that;  for  if  an  ov  be  supplied,  and  oveiav  mrrov,  instead  of 
fcuutfiSv,  the  sense  would  be  in  accordance  with  the  drift  of  Eusebius'  heretical 
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the  grace  g^ven  to  thee  by  God,  and  be  zealous  to  write  [them]  to  my 
lord  Alexander  (572).  For  I  have  believed  that  if  thou  wouldst  write  to 
Him,  thou  couldst  turn  Him.    Salute  all  who  are  in  the  Lord ' '  (573). 

-arguing.  For  then  the  reading  might  be;  "  but  they  are  not  mcute  of  His  [that 
is  the  Father's]  substance. ^^  But  as  this  part  of  the  passage  seems  corrupt,  and 
as  it  is  uncertain  as  to  what  the  exact  reading  is,  I  leave  it 

The  drifl  of  all  the  caviling  of  Busebius  of  Nicomedia  here  is  to  show  that 
the  fx  ^^outof'^  does  not  mean  **outof*^  in  the  following  expressions  of  God 
the  Word,"  *'I  come  out  0/  God,*'  U  tov  Oeov  i^^Wov  (John  Vm.,  42);  and 
*'/  come  out  of  the  Father ;'  e^f/^Oov  U  tov  Uarpdq  (John  XVL,  28).  Outofrs 
the  common  and  radical  meaning  of  i«r,  and  the  Oithodox  insisted  on  it  in  those 
two  unanswerable  texts  where  Christ  himself  spea  jls;  which,  alas !  are  mistxans- 
lated  in  every  English  Version,  Protestant  as  well  as  I^atin,  of  which  I  know.  If 
the  Arians  had  translated  those  passages  they  could  not  have  rendered  them 
much  more  defe<5lively,  for  the  idea  that  God  the  Word  has  a^ually  come  out  of 
His  Father's  substance,  and  is  hence  of  it  is  not  in  any  of  our  English  Versions. 
Eusebius  of  Nicomedia 's  argument  in  effect  is  as  follows:  I  do  not  deny  that  the 
general  sense  of  kK  is  *^out  {?/,"  but  I  can  show  that  in  some  exceptional  cases  it 
can  be  rendered  **of  and  so  I  would  understand  it  in  those  texts  to  make  them 
agree  with  my  notion  that  the  Son  did  not  come  **out  of*  the  Father  at  all,  and 
hence  is  not  really  God,  but  is  **of*  Him  in  the  sense  of  being  created  hy  Him. 
as  men  and  dew  drops  are  created  by  Him,  and  hence  that  He  is  a  mere  creature. 

So  by  proving  that  >£wdw,  to  brin^  forth,  some  times  means  to  fftake,  to 
create,  he  would  assert  that  it  must  be  so  understood  where  the  Father  says,  He 
brought  forth  the  Son,  and  so  He  would  try  to  get  rid  of  all  proo&  for  the  Divinity 
of  the  Son  from  the  Words  ^^  brought  forth  "  in  such  a  passage  as  Psalm  CIX,  3, 
Septuagint,  where  the  Father  says  of  the  Son,  ^^  Out  of  my  intvards  I  brought 
thee  forth,  before  the  morning  star,**  (e«  yaarpbi  npb  iuo^pav  tyhvtjaa  m), 
that  is  before  it  was  made  as  the  Orthodox  understood  it;  that  is,  he  would,  in 
such  cases,  take  the  exceptional  instead  of  the  general  senses  of  those  terms. 
But  the  Universal  Apostolate  to  whom  Christ  promised  the  guiding  of  the  Holy 
Ghost  forever,  under  the  influence  of  that  blessed  and  infallible  Spirit,  decided 
that  we  must  take  those  terms  in  their  general  sense  in  such  passages,  and  believe 
that  the  Logos  co-eternal  and  co-substantial  with  the  Father  was  adhially  bom 
out  of  Him  ** before  all  the  worlds**  as  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical 
Council  has  it.  For  Christ  commands  us  to  hear  the  Church  (Matt  XVIII.,  17), 
as  well  as  to,  **  Take  *  *  *  the  sword  of  the  Spirit,  which  is  the  Word  of 
God,**  as  a  part  of  **the  whole  armor  of  God**  (Ephesians  VI.,  13,  17).  And 
what  God  hath  joined  together  let  no  man  put  asunder.  But  on  the  other  hand 
let  us  not  be  deluded  into  taking  any  idolatrous  utterance  of  part  of  the  Church, 
as  for  instance  that  of  Nicaea,  A.  D.  787,  or  that  of  Trent  or  any  other  mere  part 
for  the  whole,  for  such  utterances  contradict  the  VL  Sole  Ecumenical  Synodba. 

(572).    Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria. 

(573)*    Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca,  Tome  82,  coL  913;  Theodoret's  Ecdesi- 
MStical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  V. 
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Theodoret,  in  Chapter  VI.  of  Book  I.  of  his  Ecclesiastical  History^ 
describes  the  first  formal  session  of  the  Ecumenical  Council  in  the 
Emperor  Constantine's  palace;  the  address  of  Eustathius»  Bishop  of 
Antioch,  to  him;  the  Emperor's  reply,  in  which  he  urged  the  im- 
portance of  following  the  inspired  Scriptures  which  are  so  clear,  and 
suggested  to  the  Bishops,  as  a  Son  to  Fathers,  imion  in  truth,  the 
unanimity  of  the  bulk  of  the  Synod  on  the  faith,  and  the  resistance 
and  heresy  of  the  few  Arians.  On  these  last,  he  tells  us  that  they 
suggested  or  dilated  or  recited  what  he  terms  ^^An  InstruSlion  of 
Faith''  (reVrewy  didatrxakiav)^  and  besides  gave  it  to  the  Council,  which 
the  Orthodox  Bishops  tore  up,  and  then  set  forth  the  Nicene  Creed 
instead.     I  quote  this  part: 

TheodoreV s  Ecclesiastical  History^  Book  L^  Chapter  VI.: 

'*But  some  few,  whom  I  have  mentioned  above  (574),  and  in 

(574).  **  Above t'^  towards  the  end  of  Chapter  IV.,  Book  I.  of  his  Ecclesias- 
iical  History^  Theodoret  mentions  as  Arian  leaders,  Eusebius,  Bishop  of  Caesarea, 
Theodotus  of  Laodicea,  Paulinus  of  Tyre,  Athanasius  of  Anazarbus,  Gregory  of 
Berytus,  and  Aetius  of  Lydda.  In  the  same  chaptei  and  in  Chapter  V.  he  men- 
tions another,  that  is  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia.  All  those  Arian  Bishops  therefore 
recited  that  Instru^ion  of  Faith  of  which  Theodoret  speaks,  and  gave  it  to  the 
Council.  Was  that  the  credal  statement  of  which  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  speaks 
in  his  Epistle  to  his  Parecians  ?    I  think  not,  for  the  reasons  given  above. 

Was  it  then  the  same  as  "  the  Epistle  "  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  of  which 
Ambrose  writes  above,  which  he  says  was  ^*read  in  the  Nicene  Council,*^  and 
which  led  the  Bishops  of  the  Council  to  put  the  es^ression  **o/  the  same  sub- 
stance "  (dfwoboiov)  into  the  Nicene  Creed  ?  The  last  indeed  is  called  by  Ambrose 
**  an  Epistle**  (epistola) ;  whereas  the  writing  of  all  the  Arian  Bishops  is  called 
by  Theodoret  **An  InstruHion  0/ Faith**  {ntarei^  didaaKoXiav),  that  is,  *'An  In- 
stru^iou  on  Faith.**  These  two  last  may,  however,  have  been  the  same,  because 
Eusebius  of  Nicomedias'  Epistle  was  meant  to  be  a  statement  on  Faith  against 
the  Orthodox  doctrine  of  the  co-eternity  and  consubstantiality  of  God  the  Word 
with  the  Eather,  as  its  whole  tenor  shows.  Besides,  towards  its  end,  he  exhorts 
his  fellow-Arian,  Paulinus  of  Tyre,  to  elaborate  its  heretical  teachings  and  to 
write  them  to  Alexander,  the  Orthodox  Bishop  of  Alexandria.  The  Epistle, 
which  was  the  ofibpring  of  the  brain  of  the  great  Arian  leader  Eusebius  of  Nico- 
media, seems  to  have  been  generally  accepted  by  his  party,  and  as  expressing 
their  common  sentiments  may  well  have  been  the  one  recited  by  them  and  pre- 
sented to  the  Council.  Besides  they  were  both  read  and  condemned  in  the  same 
session  of  the  Ecumenical  Council.  Yet  if  it  was  first ' ' dilated**  in  the  Council 
of  Nicaea  it  may  well  have  been  different  from  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia's  Epistle. 

But  we  will  speak  of  that  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  further  on.  So 
we  will  speak  further  of  the  Profession  of  Faith  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea. 
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addition  to  them,  Menophantus  of  Ephestis,  and  Patrophilus  of  Sqr- 
thopolis,  aifd  Theogonius,  who  was  Bishop  of  Nicaea  itself,  and 
Narcissus  of  Neronias  (Neronias  is  a  city  of  the  Second  Cilicia,  whidi 
they  now  call  Irenopolis),  and  with  them  Theonas  of  Marmarica,  and 
Sectindus,  the  Bishop  of  Ptolemais,  in  Egypt  (575),  spoke  against 
the  apostolic  do<5faines  by  pleading  the  cause  of  Anus.  And  having 
also  didlated  (576)  An  histrunian  on  Faith  isjj),  they  besides  gave 
it  to  the  common  body  [of  the  Bishops  of  the  Council],  which  they 
read,  and  at  once  all  of  them  tore  it  up,  and  called  it  bastard  and 
adulterated  (578) .  And  a  very  great  clamor  having  been  raised  against 
those  [Arians],  and  all  accusing  them  of  betraying  piety  (579),  they 
feared,  and  rose  up  out  [of  their  seats],  and  then  first  renounced  Arius, 
though  Secundus  and  Theonas  did  not.  And  so  that  impious  man 
(580)  having  been  taken  out  of  the  way,  all  [the  Bishops]  in  harmcmy 
recited  (581)  the  Faith  (582)  which  till  now  prevails  in  the  Churches, 
and  having  confirmed  it  by  their  subscriptions,  they  dissolved  the 
Council"  (583). 

Theodoret,  in  the  chapter  next  following  the  above,  that  is,  in 
Chapter  VII.  of  Book  I.  of  his  Ecdesiastical  History ,  goes  on  to  state 
that  those  Arians  in  thus  subscribing  to  the  Nicene  Creed  were  in* 
sincere;  and  proceeds  to  prove  it  from  the  testimony  of  the  great 
Eustathius,  the  Orthodox  Bishop  of  Antioch,  in  one  of  his  works, 
where  he  is  explaining,  in  an  Orthodox  manner,  the  pet  passage 
adduced  so  often  by  the  Arians,  the  words  in  the  Septuagint  of 
Proverbs  VIII.,  22,  **  The  Lord  created  me  a  beginning  of  his  ways  for 
his  works.''     Eustathius  first  describes  the  assembling  of  the  Ecu- 

(575).  Ox, ''of  the  Egyptians:' 

(576).  Or,  ^'suggested''  or  '*recited^'^  imayopeveavn^. 

(577)*  Greek,  niareui  didaoKoXiav, 

(578).  Greek,  v60ov  xal  id^rfXov, 

(579)*    Greek,  t^  evat^ioQ;  an  expression  often  used  among  the  andest 
Christian  Greeks  for  Orthodox  Christianity. 

(580).    Arius,  the  heresiarch. 

(581).     Or,  "di<Stated"  imayopeiaavTec, 

(582).  Greek,  iritrnv.  Here  we  have  an  instance  of  the  use  of  fr«9rff  in  tiie 
sense  of  Creed,  in  effect 

(583).  Migne's  BUrvlogia  Graeca,  Tome  I^XXXIL,  column  930;  Theodo- 
xet's  Ecclesiastical  History^  Book  L,  Chapter  VI. 
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menical  Council  in  what  was  its  first  formal  session,  as  his  context 
shows,  in  which  it  set  forth  its  glorious  Creed.  And  then  he  comes 
to  describe  the  writing  or  letter  (rd  ypdiiiia)  of  Kusebius.  I  quote  this 
part  because  it  is  germane  to  our  inquiry  as  to  the  identity  of  the 
*  *  Epistle ' '  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  which  Ambrose  says  was  *  *  read 
in  the  Nicene  CouncU,''  and  the  '' InstruaUm  of  [that  is,  **(w"] 
'*  Faith^^^  which  Theodoret,  as  above,  speaks  of  as  diSlated  or  sug- 
gested  or  recited  in  the  same  session,  and  presented  to  the  Ecumenical 
Council  in  the  same  session.    Eustathius  writes: 

''  But  at  soon  as  the  manner  of  the  faith  was  searched  into,  a 
plain  proof,  the  writing  of  Eusebius'  blasphemy  (t3  ypdmLa  r??  Ebct^ioo 
fiXaurfijfita^)^  was  put  forward.  And  when  it  was  read  before  all,  it  at 
once  caused  tremulous  misery  in  those  who  heard  it,  on  account  of  its 
depravity,  and  it  brought  incurable  shame  to  its  writer  (584).  And 
then,  inasmuch  as  the  workshop  of  the  partisans  of  Eusebius  was 
clearly  exposed,  and  the  unlawful  writing  was  torn  up  in  the  sight  of 
all,  some  at  once,  and  as  a  contrivance  [of  their  own],  brought  for- 
ward the  pretext  of  peace  (585),  and  silenced  all  who  were  wont  to 
speak  those  things  which  are  best.  And  the  Ariomaniacs,  fearing 
lest  perhaps  they  should  be  excommunicated  (586)  in  so  great  a 
Council,  at  the  same  time  leaping  up  renounce  and  anathematize 
the  forbidden  dogma  [of  Anus],  and  with  their  own  hands  subscribed 
the  writing  (to??  ^pdfificunv)^  which  had  been  agreed  to  by  all  (587). 
But  by  twisting  about  to  the  fullest  extent  possible,  they  kept  pos- 
session of  their  sees  (588),  when  they  should  have  been  nuide  to  pros- 
it). Greek,  r^  ypdipavri.  It  is  disputed  whether  that  writer  was  Eusebius 
of  Caesarea  or  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia. 

(585}.  The  pretenders  to  peace  were  evidently  Arians,  or  unwise  compro- 
misers if  Orthodox. 

(586).  Or,  ** out  and  out  ostracised,**  that  is,  of  course,  by  a  formal  excom- 
munication.   The  Greek  word  here  is  e^wrrpaiuaBeitv, 

(587).  Greek,  avfi^^voii  yp&fi/iaaiv  imoyp&^vrti  avroxtipL  That  means,  of 
course,  the  Nicene  Creed. 

(588).  Greek,  as  in  Migne's  text,  ruiv  irpoedpiuv;  but  in  his  notes  he  gives  tuv 
wpoidpuv.  See  both  in  column  921,  Tome  LXXXIL,  of  Migne's  J\Urologia 
Graeca.  With  the  former  reading,  the  rendering  vrould  be  what  I  have  given 
above.    That  is  the  preferable  reading,  because  it  makes  the  best  sense. 

With  the  reading  rov  wpoidpuv  the  meaning  would  be  that  the  Arian  leaden 
got  hold  of  the  Presidents  of  the  Council,  who  were  probably  Hosius  of  Cordora, 
Alexander  of  Alexandria,  and  Eustathius  of  Antioch;  and,  we  might  suppose, 
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induced  them  to  spare  them.    But  for  that  notion  there  is  no  sufficient  proof; 

whereas  there  is  for  the  notion  that  the  Arian  leaders  turned  about  in  every  way 
to  retain  their  Episcopates. 

As  npdtdpo^  means  foresitter^  and  npoe6pia  means  /oreseat,  and  as  the  Bishop 
in  his  Cathedral  sits  before  his  people,  the  former  Greek  word  was  applied  to  him, 
and  the  second  to  his  office.  When  Bishops  gathered  in  a  Council,  the  term  np6e6po^ 
was  applied  to  their  presidents  as  it  is  by  Busebius  of  Caesarea  in  Chapter  Xm. 
of  Book  IIL  of  his  Li/e  of  Constantine,  to  the  prelates  who  presided  over  it 

Migne's  text  reading,  tuv  npoedptuv,  that  is  the  foreseais,  that  is  the  Episco- 
pates, is  by  all  means  to  be  retained.    That  expression  might  seem  to  include, 

I.  A  reference  to  the  fact  that  the  the  Episcopate  (n^  vpoedpiav)  of  the  two 
greatest  sees  of  the  East  at  the  time  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Synod,  Alexandria 
and  Antioch,  had  fallen  under  Arian  control  before  the  death  of  Knstathins, 
which  the  article  on  him  in  Smith  and  Wace's  DiHionary  of  Christian  Biog- 
raphy ,  puts  about  A.  D.  337;  Antioch  by  his  own  unjust  deposition  and  his  exile 
from  it  about  A.  D.  331,  and  Alexandria  by  the  exile  fix>m  it  of  St.  Athanasius  in 
336,  and  the  intrusion  of  Arian  influence  and  power  in  his  place.  The  great 
sees  of  Nicomedia,  the  Emperor  Constantine's  residence,  and  Ephesus,  were  in 
tlie  hands  of  Arian  prelates  at  the  time  of  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  A.  D.  325.  By 
the  death  of  the  Orthodox  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Constantinople  in  A.  D.  336, 
that  great  see  a<5lually  became  a  subject  for  contention,  between  the  Orthodox, 
the  majority  evidently,  and  their  Arian  opponents,  and  the  intriguing  Arian 

Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  was  transferred  to  it  about  (A.  D.  318,  Article  "Au/w 
(18)"  in  Smith  and  Waces  Dictionary  0/ Christian  Biography), 

Later  on  the  Emperor  Constantius  tried  to  force  Arianism  on  the  chief  sees 
of  the  West,  and  to  that  end  punished  and  banished  Orthodox  Bishops,  but 
finally,  after  all  his  efforts,  failed. 

In  the  last  explanation  I  have  taken  irpoedpiav  in  the  sense  of  I^sideneies;  or 
better  Pretateships,  and  at  first  thought  it  referred  to  the  chief  sees. 

But,  2,  since  reading  Valesius'  note  on  that  place,  in  column  1533,  Tome 
lyXXXII.  of  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca,  and  noticing  in  Sophosles'  Lexicon  of 
Later  afid  Byzantine  Greek,  that  irpoedpia,  is  equivalent  to  kirtoiam^,  •*  the  episco- 
pal office  or  dignity, '^^  of  which  he  gives  instances  there,  as  under  irp6e6po{,  he 
shows  that  it  was  used  for  " Bishop,**  I  prefer  to  translate  the  Greek  here,  rav  6i 
npoidpitjif  6ta  ir^eioTTfi  barfc  irepiSpofi^  Kparfyjavrec  etc,  as  follows:  **And  by 
twisting  about  to  the  greatest  possible  extent,  and  [so"]  holding  fast  to  their  epis- 
copates, when  tliey  ought  to  have  been  deposed,  they,'*  eta,  as  above.  The  fact 
is,  the  Arian  leaders  were,  most  of  them,  ready  to  do  almost  any  thing  to  xetain 
their  own  sees  and  the  honors  and  power  which  went  with  them.  Witness  Bnse- 
bins  of  Nicomedia's  cheatings,  and  those  of  Eusebius  of  Caesaiea  for  instance, 
who  signed  insincerely  and  hypocritically  the  Nicene  Creed,  to  avoid  being  de- 
posed and  excommunicated,  and  then  poisoned  the  minds  of  the  Emperors  of 
the  East  against  it  and  against  men  who,  like  Eustathius  of  Antioch  and  Athan- 
asius of  Alexandria,  had  been  chief  among  its  promoters  and  defenders.  And 
^^ cheating  **  is  one  of  the  meanings  given  in  Liddell  and  Soott's  Lexicon  to  npc 

6ponii,  The  article  on  Eusebius  0/ Nicomedia  in  Smith  and  Wace's  DOHonary 
of  Christian  Biography  refers  to  instances  of  his  intriguing  and  unscmpuloos 
spirit 
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irate  themselves  (589),  and  [now]  defend — sometimes  secretly,  some- 
times openly — the  opinions  which  were  [then]  condemned  by  vote, 
and  lay  plots  on  different  pretexts  (590).  And  though  they  wish  to 
firmly  root  their  weedlike  plantings  [of  heresy],  they  fear  the  judges 
[of  it]  and  shun  the  inspedlors  [of  it],  and  in  that  way  they  out  and 
out  war  against  the  preachers  of  piety  (591).  But  even  so,  we  believe 
that  godless  (592)  men  have  never  as  yet  been  able  to  prevail  against 
the  Divinity.  For  even  though  they  may  again  acquire  power,  they 
shall  again  also  be  defeated,  as  the  solemn-voiced  prophet  Isaiah 

writes/'  Theodoret  adds:  **  Those  things,  therefore,  says  the  great 
Eustathius"  (593). 

(589).  Greek,  ikov  avrvi^  [the  Arian  Bishops]  wrdrrruatv  Xafipdvetv^  literally, 
**when  they  should  have  gotten  a  prostration,^^  or  **afally^*  that  is  when  they 
should  have  been  made  to  prostrate  themselves  to  the  Council  for  pardon,  or  when 
they  should  have  been  deposed, 

(590).    This  looks  very  much  like  a  reference  to  the  mean  and  disgraceful 

tricks  and  pretext  on  which  the  Arian  leaders,  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  and 

Busebius  of  Caesarea,  and  their  partisans  had  got  Eustathius  out  of  the  see  of 

Antioch.    Theodoret  tells  of  it  in  Chapter  XX.,  Book  I.  of  his  Ecclesiastical 

History.  See  also  on  it  "Eustathius  (3)**  in  Smith  &  Wace's  Didlionary  of 
Christian  Biography, 

(591).    That  is>  of  Orthodox  Christianity ;  for  no  other  than  its  professors 

can  be  called  truly  pious;  because  piety  embraces  two  divisions ; 

1.  Pious  faith  fUlness  in  believing  all  the  teachings  of  God's  Word  as  author- 
itatively interpreted  by  the  Universal  Church,  East  and  West,  in  the  Six  Orthodox 
Ecumenical  Councils;  and 

2.  Holiness  of  life.  No  Arian  could  be  pious  in  the  first  sense,  because  he 
was  impious  in  denying  the  Divinity  of  the  Eternal  Logos,  and  in  degrading 
Him  to  the  rank  of  creatures,  and  in  favoring  Creature-Service  contrary  to 
Christ's  own  prohibition  of  that  error  in  Matthew  IV.,  10. 

(592).  Greek,  oQkov^,  The  Arians  were  godless,  that  is  rvithout  God  as 
o^iovf  means,  because  they  were  without  Christ  our  true  God  (John  L,  i,  14; 
John  XX.,  28;  I.  John  V.,  20);  for  they  really  rejected  Him  as  true,  that  is  as 
real  and  eternal  God,  and  accepted  Him  only  as  a  mere  creature.  For  unless  we 
receive  a  do^rine  as  Scripture  reveals  it  we  are  impious,  because  we  prefer  our 
own  wicked  choice  (aipeaic),  to  the  plain  revealments  of  God  as  set  forth  in  His 
Holy  Word,  and  authoritatively  expounded  and  settled  by  that  Supreme  Court 
of  ^1  Christendom  which  Christ  has  established  and  commanded  us  to  hear,  or 
be  accounted  '*asa  heathen  man  and  a  publican  **  (Matt  XVIH.,  17);  that  is  a 
Council  of  his  whole  Church  East  and  West;  that  is  of  that  Universal  Apostolate 
with  which  He  has  promised  to  be  forever,  and  to  whom  He  has  promised  the 
Spirit  forever  to  guide  them  into  all  truth. 

(593).  Migne's  PcUrologia  Graeca,  Tome  LXXXII ,  column  921 ;  Theod- 
oret*8  EccUsiasiical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  VIL 
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Valesius,  in  his  notes  in  columns  1532  and  1533,  Tome  LXXXIL, 
of  Migne*s  Patrologia  Graeca,  infers  from  the  above  quoted  language 
of  Eustathius  that  **  the  writing  of  Eusebius'  blasphemy*'  (r6  ypdiqiML 
t^9  Ewrefiiou  fiXcurftjfita^)  was  that  Creed  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  of 
which  he  speaks  in  his  Epistle  to  the  people  of  his  Paroecia  as  fonn- 
ing  the  basis  which,  with  additions^  became  the  Nicene  Creed. 

His  arguments,  in  brief,  are  as  follows: 

1 .  That  Socrates,  in  Chapter  XXIII.  of  Book  I.  of  his  Ecdesi- 

astical History,  states  that  ''Eustathius,  the  Bishop  of  AntiacA,  speaks 

disparagingly  of  Eusebius^'  of  Caesarea  as  ''falsifying  the  faiih  cf 
Nicaea,  * ' 

To  this  I  reply  that  Socrates'  context  there  shows  that  the  con* 

flict  there  referred  to  between  Eustathius  of  Antioch  and  Eusebius  of 

Caesarea  was  some  time  after  the  Council  of  Nicaea.     It  does  not 

prove  that  the  Creed  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  and  "the  writing  of 

Eusebius'  blasphemy''  are  the  same;  nor  that  it  was  not  Eusebius  of 

Nicomedia  who  was  the  author  of  said  **  writing  of  Eusebius'  bias- 

phemy,"     Theodoret,  who  uses  the  latter  expression  in  Chapter  VII. 

of  Book  I.  of  his  Ecclesiastical  History,  does  not  specify  which  Eusebius 

he.means,  nor  do  I  know  how  we  can  tell. 

2.  That  rP^fJLfia  may  be  used  in  the  sense  of  Creed, 

That  is  true,  for  as  it  means,  literally,  "a  writing''  of  any  kind, 
it  may  be  applied  to  a  letter,  that  is  an  epistle,  as  it  often  is,  and  to  a 
Creed;  to  a  written  statement;  or,  indeed,  to  a  writing  of  any  kind. 
But  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  proving  that  **  the  writing  of  Euse^ 
bins'  blasphemy"  (t5  ypdfifia  rr^^  Edifi^iou  pXacfJuiiasi)  was  the  Creed 
presented  by  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  to  the  Synod. 

I  have  been  inclined  to  think  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  magni- 
fies his  own  importance  and  that  of  his  formulary  in  his  Letter  io  his 
Parecians;  from 

1.  The  utter  silence  of  Athanasius,  Eustathius,  and  all  other 
persons  present  at  the  Coimcil  of  Nicaea,  the  Orthodox,  and  the 
Arians,  as  to  the  Creed  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  being  the  basis  of 
the  Nicene;  and, 

2.  Prom  the  dishonesty  and  deceptiveness  apparent  in  Euse- 
bius of  Caesarea's  Epistle  to  His  Parecians,  as  for  instance  in  his 
perverting  the  Anathema  of  the  Council  against  those  who  say  thai 
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the  Son  of  God  was  not  be/ore  He  was  bom^  so  as  to  make  it  an  Anath- 
ema not  against  the  Arians,  who  made  that  anathematized  assertion, 
but  of  His  birth  before  all  the  worlds;  for  Kusebius  makes  that 
Anathema  ap|>ly  only  against  those  who  said  that  He  was  not  be/ore 
He  was  bom  of  Mary^  an  idea  which  no  Arian  even  was  impious 
enough  to  assert;  and, 

3.  From  the  statement  of  Ambrose  above,  and  from  the  silence 
of  Athanasius  in  his  Epistle  to  the  African  Bishops,  as  to  the  Creed 
of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  being  the  basis  of  the  Nicene,  where  there 
was  an  opportunity  for  him  to  mention  it. 

Indeed,  from  his  Epistle  to  his  Parecians,  I  do  not  feel  sure  that 
his  Creed  ever  came  formally  before  all  the  Bishops  of  the  Council, 
though  it  did  before  some. 

It  is  true  that  Athanasius  quotes  Eusebius'  Epistle  to  the  Caesa- 
reans,  which  contains  his  assertion  as  to  his  Creed  being  the  basis  of 
the  Nicene,  but  Athanasius  uses  language  of  it  which  seems  to  imply 
that  Eusebius'  whole  statement  was  warped,  and  one-sided.  See 
Se<5tions  2  and  3  of  his  Epistle  in  Defence  of  the  Nicene  Decisions^ 
quoted  above. 

If  we  take  all  the  passages  above  quoted  from  Eustathius,  and 
Ambrose,  and  Theodoret  together,  it  seems  that  the  Creed  of  Nicaea 
was  drawn  up  by  the  Council  diredlly  after  the  reje<5lion  of  the  Credal 
statement  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  in  an  Epistle,  probably  in  that 
to  his  fellow- Arian,  Paulinus,  of  Tyre,  or  else  one  '' dilated' ^  and 
made  by  them  then. 

Whatever  it  was,  according  to  Theodoret,  Eusebius  of  Nicome- 
dia, and  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  were  among  those  who  presented  it  to 
the  Council,  and  saw  them  tear  it  up,  and  were,  with  the  other  Arians, 
compelled  by  the  righteous  indignation  of  the  Synod  to  renoimce 
Arius,  and  to  sign  the  Orthodox  Creed,  though  Eusebius  of  Caesarea, 
as  Athanasius  attests,  refused  to  subscribe  it  till  next  day,  but,  as  he 
writes,  denied  it  at  first. 

In  conclusion  I  would  say  as  to  the  three  documents  mentioned, 
that  is  to  say: 

(A).  The  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  mentioned  by  Ambrose 
above: 
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(B).  **  The  Writing  of  Eusebius'  blasphemy''  mentioned  by  The- 
odoret  above ; 

And  (C),  the  Faith  presented  by  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  which 
he  mentions  in  his  Epistle  to  his  Parecians; 

It  is  not  absolutely  clear  to  my  mind  whether  A  and  B  are  the 
same;  or  whether  B  and  C  are  the  same,  and  A  different  from  both; 
but  I  think  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Confession  is  different  from 
A  and  B;  for  A  and  B  are  described  as  blasphemous,  which  can  not 
justly  be  asserted  of  the  Confession  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  though 
it  can  justly  be  faulted  as  very  defedlive  because  it  lacks  the  test- 
terms  of  Nicene  Orthodoxy,  such  as  the  expression  ^^  of  the  same 
substa7tce^^'  etc.,  and  for  that  reason,  as  he  tells  us  in  his  Letter  to  ike 
Caesareajis,  the  Bishops  of  the  Coimdl  added  those  Orthodox  ex- 
pressions which  he  there  specifies. 

From  the  description  given  of  A  and  B  above,  I  infer  that  either 
they  may  be  the  same,  or,  more  likely,  that  B  is  of  the  same  general 
tenor  as  A,  and  was  drawn  up  at  the  Council  by  the  Arian  Bishops 
much  in  its  sense.     Both  were  torn  up. 

But  we  come, 

Skction  8. —  73?  a^k  what  fa^s  have  reached  us  as  to  who  were  most 
aHive  at  Nicaeafor  the  expression  * '  OF  Thk  SAMB  SUBSTANCE '  * 
(oiiooociov)^  and  against  Arian  crbaturk-skrvicb. 

To  this  I  reply  that  among  them  was  certainly  Hosius.  For 
Athanasius,  in  Sedlion  XLII.  of  his  History  of  the  Arians^  after  tell- 
ing of  their  persecution  of  Liberius,  Bishop  of  Rome,  and  of  his  fall, 

comes  to  speak  of  their  machinations  against  Hosius.     For  he  writes 
there  as  follows: 

'^  The  impious  men,  though  they  had  done  such  and  so  great 
things,  considered  that  they  had  done  nothing  so  long  as  the  great 
Hosius  had  not  been  put  to  the  proof  by  their  wickedness.  For  they 
looked  to  stretch  out  their  own  madness  even  against  so  very  old  a 
man;  and  they  were  not  shamed  by  the  fact  that  he  is  a  Father  of  the 
Bishops;  nor  did  they  respect  the  fact  that  he  had  been  a.  Confessor 
[of  the  Faith  in  times  of  persecution],  nor  did  they  regard  the  time  of 
his  Episcopate,  that  he  had  been  sixty  years  and  more  in  it;  but  they 
counted  all  those  fa(5ls  as  nothing,  and  looked  out  for  their  heresy 
alone.     For  they  are  really  men  who  fear  not  God  nor  regard  man 
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(594).     Going,  therefore,  to  Constantius  (595),  they  again  made  use 
of  such  expressions  as  here  follow: 

*  *  We  have  done  all  things^  and  have  exiled  the  Bishop  of  the 
Romans;  and^  moreover,  we  exiled  as  many  Bishops  as  possible  be/ore 
we  did  him;  and  we  have  filled  every  place  with  fear;  but  so  many  of 
thy  deeds  amount  to  nothing  for  us  (596),  and  nothing  at  all  is  well 
finished  for  us  so  long  as  Hosius  is  let  alone.  For  so  long  as  that  man 
is  in  his  own  See,  all  [other  Orthodox  Bishops]  are  in  their  Churches 
also.  He  is  enough  to  persuade  all  by  reason  and  faith  against  us. 
And  that  man  is  A  leader  in  synods;  and  writing  is  heard  every 
where.  And  that  man  set  forth  the  Faith  in  Nicaea,  and 
every  where  proclaimed  that  the  Arians  are  heretics.  If,  therefore,  he 
remains,  the  exiling  of  the  others  was  (597)  superfluous  ;  for  our  heresy 
is  being  taken  out  of  the  way.  Begin,  therefore,  to  persecute  him  also, 
and  spare  [him]  not,  even  though  he  is  very  old,  for  our  heresy  knows 
not  to  honor  even  the  white  hair  of  old  men''  (598). 

(594).  Luke  XVIII.,  2. 

(595).  The  Arian  Emperor. 

(596).  Or,  *'but  thy  so  great  deeds  atnount  to  nothing  for  us.** 

(597-)  Or,  *'has  become  (yiyovev)  superfluous.*' 

(598).    St  Athanasius*  History  of  the  Arians,  Chapter  XLII.  (page  212  of 
Bright's  edition  of  St.  Athanasius*  Historical  Writings): 

OvTO^  Kcd  ow6d(jv  KoBriyeiTcu,  koI  ypaipcjv  OKoitToi  navraxoif  ovro^  luii  tijv  kv  TStKoi^ 
•fTioriv  i^tBero,  Kal  rob^  'Apeiavov^  kic^pv^ev  aipcTtKOv^  elvtu  navraxoif. 

Compare  Socrates,  Book  III.,  Chapter  VII. 

Rev.  B.  S.  Ffoulkes  in  his  article  in  Smith  and  Cheetham*s  Di^ianary  of 
Christian  Antiquities,  on  Nicaea,  A.  D.  325,  argues  with  much  force  against  the 
notion  that  Hosius  was  a  legate  of  Rome.  He  puts  his  pre-eminence  on  the 
ground  of  his  great  age  and  his  favor  with  the  Emperor.  His  remarks  are  found 
on  page  1590,  right  hand  column,  and  aftet  in  Volume  II.  of  Smith  and  Cheet- 
ham's  work.  But  he  has  not  adduced  any  proof  for  his  supposition  that  Eusta- 
thius  did  not  address  the  Emperor  Constan  tine  on  behalf  of  the  First  Ecumenical 
Council  at  the  commencement  of  its  first  formal  session;  nor  for  his  notion  that 
Kustathius'  address  to  Constantine  is  spurious.  He  gives  no  proof  either  for  his 
mere  unsupported  supposition  that  Hosius  was  the  one  who  then  addressed  the 
Emperor.  I  prefer  the  opposite  view  on  all  these  points;  on  the  first  two  because 
there  is  proof  positive  for  the  view  that  Eustathius,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  made 
that  address,  and  that  it  is  genuine;  and  on  the  third,  that  is  on  the  assertion 
that  Hosius  made  it»  because  it  contradi<5ls  Theodoret's  written  statement  above 
that  it  was  Eustathius  who  made  it,  and  because  there  is  nothing  but  mere  un» 
supported  supposition  that  Hosius  performed  that  fun^ion. 
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Hosius  was,  I  think,  one  of  ihe  Presidents  to  whom  Husebius  of 
Caesarea  tells  us  in  Chapter  XIII.  of  Book  III.  of  his  Life  o/Qm- 
stantine  (599)  that  Emperor  left  the  business  of  the  First  Ecumenical 
Council  after  he  had  made  an  opening  speech  to  them.  And  because 
of  his  age,  charadler  as  a  Confessor,  and  of  his  intimate  relations 
with  that  Emperor,  he  was  a  leader  in  other  Councils  also. 

And,  what  is  very  pertinent  to  our  topic,  Athanasius  here  repre- 
sents the  Arians  as  saying  of  Hosius, 

**  That  man  set  forth  the  Faith  in  Nicaea,** 

''  By  that  expression  they  would  naturally  mean  not  those  parts 
of  the  Nicene  Creed  which  are  the  same  as  parts  of  Eusebius  of  Cae- 
sarea's  Profession  of  Faith,  (for  they  did  not  object  to  them);  but 
those  parts  ot  the  Nicene  Creed  which  teach  the  co-eternity  and  con- 
substantiality  of  the  I/)gos  with  the  Father.  Hosius,  as  one  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Council,  had  doubtless  especially  favored  them  and 
moved  the  Emperor  Constantine  to  favor  them.  And  those  fadls  the 
Arians  would  not  forget,  but  voice  their  anger  in  the  words  above ; 
**  That  man  set  forth  the  Faith  /«  Nicaea:''  that  is,  they  mean,  the 
Nicene  Creed. 

But  Hosius,  according  to  Chapter  VII.,  Book  III.  of  Socrates* 
Ecclesiastical  History,  had  an  earlier  connection  with  the  words  which 
are  used  in  the  test-terms  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  I  mean  especially  the 
words  oheia,  substance,  and  oKotrrami,  subsistence,  Socrates  who  was, 
as  that  chapter  shows,  an  Origenist,  and  who  has  been  thought  to  be 
a  Novatian  also,  did  not  like  those  words  and  gives  a  warped  account 
of  the  discussion  on  them  in  the  Council  held  afterwards  at  Alexan- 
dria in  Egypt  under  St.  Athanasius  in  A.  D.  362,  where  they  came 
up  for  discussion,  and  at  which  was  present  a  noted  I^atin  confessor 
of  the  Faith,  Eusebius,  Bishop  of  Vercelli  in  Italy.  Socrates  states 
of  that  Alexandrian  Council  of  A.  D.  362,  as  follows : 

**And  those  who  were  present  in  the  Council  in  Alexandria  did 
not  permit  that  matter  to  pass  without  examination;  I  mean  the 
question  concerning  ** substance**  (odtrta^)  and  ^* subsistence**  (ujro<r. 
T<f<reitfy).  For  Hosius,  the  Bishop  of  Cordova,  in  Spain,  whom  we 
have  mentioned  before,  when  he  was  sent  forth  by  the  Emperor  Con- 
stantine to  squelch  the  trouble  which  had  then  been  made  by  Arius, 

(599).    See  above,  page  262,  where  I  have  quoted  the  Greek. 
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in  his  eagerness  to  cast  ont  the  dogma  of  Sabellius  the  Libyan,  raised 
the  question  in  regard  to  substance  and  subsistence  (irsp\  obtria^  xdX 
imotrcdireafi) ;  which  itself  became  the  basis  of  another  idle  word  con- 
troversy. But  then  the  Council  at  Nicaea,  which  was  held  after 
that,  did  not  deem  it  worth  while  even  to  mention  (600)  that  ques- 
tion. But  forasmuch  as  after  those  things  certain  persons  wished 
to  trifle  concerning  that  matter,  therefore  they  pronounced  as  follows 
in  that  Synod*'  [at  Alexandria,  in  A.  D.  362]  ** concerning  both 
*  substance*  and  *  subsistence*  [ob<ria^  re  xai  unotrcdtrsaf^'].^* 

Then  Socrates  gives  his  own  Origenistic  account,  which  differs 
from  Sozomen*s  as  below,  and  from  what  Peltier,  as  below,  has 
adduced  from  ancient  authors;  for  he  (Socrates)  represents  the  Council 
as  inclined  to  disfavor  those  terms.  Whereas  we  know  that  both  of 
them  are  found  in  the  Nicene  Creed,  odtrta  twice,  Onotrraei^  once,  besides 
<J/ioow(r«ov  which  is  compounded  of  the  root  of  o^<r«a,  substance^  and  6fx6^^ 
the  same. 

The  fact  is,  the  only  question  mooted  in  that  local  Council  as  to 
those  terms  seems  to  have  been  as  to  the  propriety  of  using  the  ex- 
pression Three  Hypostases  rpei^  onotrcdtret^;  and  it  was  ended  by  all 
agreeing  that  those  words  may  be  used  in  the  sense  of  TAree  Persons. 
The  term  Oiro^rratTtf  means  originally  what  stands  under  any  thing,  and 
finally,  as  Liddell  and  Scott  in  their  Greek-English  Lexicon,  show,  it 
came  to  mean  ^*  The  real  nature  of  a  thing,  as  underlying  and  sup- 
porting  its  outward  form  and  properties,'*  and  so=:ow<rca,  [Latin]  sub- 
stantia** It  came  to  mean  subsistencies  also,  that  is  existencies,  and  in 
that  sense  could  be  used  of  the  Persons  of  the  Trinity,  for  each  Person 
exists  separately  as  a  Person,  but  unitedly  all  Three  are  but  one 
eternal  God,  and  as  such  have  but  one  existence. 

Hence  one  set  of  the  Orthodox  using  uTcdtnatrt^  in  the  sense  of 
subsistence,  that  is  existence,  could  say,  **  There  are  Three  Existences** 
(rptl^  6no<ndfftt<sy,  but  they  would  add,  they  have  but  ^^one  substance** 
(jiiav  obtriav). 

Whereas  another  set  of  the  Orthodox,  who  used  the  word  Oicoircourt^ 
in  the  sense  of  substance  would  not  say,  *  *  There  are  Three  Hypostases  *  * 
(rpiif  6no^d(r€f),  because  that  affirmation  would  mean«  to  them.  Three 

(600).    Or,  "did not  deem  it  worth  while  to  discuss.''     Greek,  ovdi  Xdyov 
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substances^  and  would  seem  to  savor  of  Arianism,  for  Arius  and  his 

partisans,  in  their  letter  to  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  had  used 

that  very  expression,  **  There  are  Three  Hypostasies^^  (wirrt  rpel^  er« 

u7ro<rTa«rc«9 — see  page  1 86  above),  which  the  context  there  shows  they 

took  in  the  sense  of  T^ree  Substances,  and  of  unlike  substances  at  that. 

But,  as  has  been  said,  all  the  Orthodox,  who  used  the  expression 

**  There  are  Three  Hypostases'*  (rptX<:  unotrrdnret^),  explained  that  they 

meant  what  one  sense  of  the  term  Oizotrrdirsi^  admits,  Three  Existences 

in  the  sense  of  Three  Separate  Persons  of  but  one  substance;  and  so 

the  expression  was  received  and  has  been  since  used  among  all  the 
Orthodox. 

Sozomen,  in  Chapter  XII.,  Book  V.,  of  his  EccUsiasHcal  History^ 

refers  to  that  Council  of  Alexandria  in  A.  D.  362,  and  its  discussion 

of  those  Greek  words.     And  Mig^e's  Peltier's  DiSliannaire  (Us  Can- 

cites  under  '' Alexandrie  (jConcile d*)  V  an 362,*'  gives  an  accounted 

the  controversy  on  those  two  terms.    The  cause  of  it  was  that,  as 

has  just  been  stated,  some  of  the  Orthodox  used  the  expression, 

*  *  There  are  Three  Hypostases ' '  (r/oer?  oTtotrrdiFtii),  in  the  sense  of  beings, 

that  is  Persons.    Whereas  others  used  O-KOinaei^  in  the  sense  of  sub- 

stance,  and  so  asserted  but  one  oTzoinatTif,  that  is  but  one  substance  in 

the  Trinity,  and  were  scandalized  at  the  assertion  of  their  brethren 

that  there  are  three.    Finally  peace  was  made  when  those  who  used 

the  latter  expression  explained,  as  has  just  been  said,  that  they  used 

it  in  the  sense  of  Persons  only.    That  discussion,  however,  was  about 

thirty-seven  years  after  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  and  really  had  special 

reference  to  the  term  oTzotnatrt^  only  or  mainly. 

Philostorgius  the  Arian  is  more  definite,  for,  according  to  Pho- 
tius'  summary  of  him.  he  writes,  in  Chapters  VII.  and  VIII.,  Book 
I.,  of  his  Ecclesiastical  History,  as  follows: 

**  Philostorgius  says  that  before  the  Synod  at  Nicaea,  Alexander, 
the  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  arrived  at  Nicomedia,  and,  having  fallen 
in  with  Hosius  of  Cordova,  and  the  Bishops,  who  were  with  him,  he 
prepared  them  to  confess  by  Synodical  votes  that  the  Son  is  of  the 
same  substance  as  the  Father,  and  to  publicly  ex-communicate  Arius." 

Chapter  VIII.  **  Not  long  after  that,  the  Synod  of  Nicaea  as- 
sembled," etc.,  (601). 

(601).    Migne*s  Ptitrologia  Graeca,  Tome  LXV.,  column  464;  Philostorgius* 
Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  VII.,  *Ori  mX  Tcpb  nyc  iv  Niicoifi  awddw. 
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The  way  then  of  the  matter  seems  to  have  been  something  as 
follows:  The  expression  ^' of  the  same  substance''  as  St.  Athanasins 
shows  (602),  and  as  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  in  his  Epistle  to  his  Flock 
admits  (603),  had  been  used  by  the  ancients.  It  seems  with  the  ex- 
pressions *^ substance''  (obtTia)^  and  ^^subsistence"  (6r(J<n-a<f«9)  to  have 
been  used  in  the  discussions  at  Alexandria  at  the  rise  of  the  Arian 
Controversy;  and  when  Hosius  was  sent  thither  by  the  Emperor  Con- 
stantine  to  quiet  the  dispute,  that  prelate  would  naturally  become 
well  acquainted  with  the  use  of  those  words  there,  if  he  did  not  know 
before.  And  Socrates,  as  above  quoted,  tells  us  that  he  raised  a 
question  as  to  two  of  them.  And  this  might  be,  for  Arius  and  his 
fellow-heretics  in  their  letter  to  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  had 
asserted  Three  unlike  Subsistencies  (t>7ro<rTd<recy).  See  it  on  pages  186, 
187,  above.  Among  the  blasphemies  of  Arius,  oh  page  203  above,  is 
found  a  denial  of  the  truth  that  the  Son  is  of  the  same  substance  as 
the  Father;  and  on  the  same  page  he  denies  that  his  Trinity  is  of  one 
substance.  So  among  the  Blasphemies  of  Arius  reported  by  St.  Athan- 
asins, on  page  208  above,  is  a  denial  of  the  Son's  consubstantiality 
with  the  Father. 

So  Arius  in  his  letter  to  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  necessarially  by 
implication  denies  the  consubstantiality  of  the  Son  when  he  makes 
him  a  creature  and  made  out^  not  of  God,  but  of  things  not  existing. 
See  above  179,  180  and  181. 

All  these  fadls  and  the  statements  of  St.  Alexander,  Bishop  of 
Alexandria,  and  of  St.  Athanasius,  show  that  some  time  before 
Kicaea  the  terms  substance  (^od^rta)^  subsiste7ice  (^bndtnatTti)^  and  of  the 
same  substance  (6iioob<nov)^  were  on  the  lips  of  men  on  both  sides  of 
the  controversy;  with  this  diflFerence,  however,  that  when  the  Arians 
asserted,  as  for  instance  in  their  Epistle  to  Alexander  of  Alexandria, 
on  page.  186  above,  that  There  are  Three  Substances  {br^otrcdixtii)^  they 

ovrof  rdv  *AXt^av6peiac  i^tjalv  *AXi^av6pov  KaraXapdvra  n^  JSucofi^etaVy  kqI  'OaiV  ^«  1*9 
"KovdpohpJK  tvTvx6vTa  koI  rotg  avv  avT(^  kiriaK6iroi^^  awoSiKoic  i^^^tc  avofioXoy^ai  napcuf- 
Ktvdaai  bfioohatov  ry  TiaTpl  rhv  Ttdv  koX  rhv  'Kptvov  6iroK^pb$cuy^cu,  [The  Spelling  for 
Cordova  in  Philostorgins  as  above  is  wrong. — Chrystal.] 

Chapter  VUL,  Mer*  ob  iroAvv  di.xp^vov  Kal  n^  h  Sixai^  awn^vat  cinfoSov,  etc 

(602).    See  pages  32  and  43  of  the  Oxford  translation  of  St.  Athauasius* 
T^atises  Against  Arianism. 

(603).    Id.,  page  64,  where  Bnsebius  of  Caesarea  speaks. 
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meant  TTiree  unlike  subsistances,  that  is  T%ree  unlike  subslances^  whereas 
the  Orthodox  held  that  they  are  of  the  same  substance  (6fiooo^to¥).  In 
other  words  the  Orthodox  were  disposed  to  use  the  terms  ' '  sudslance" 
(oikfia)  **  subsistence'*  (oTzdinaat^)^  and  ^^  of  the  same  substance,**  to  ex- 
press their  dodtrine  of  the  consubstantiality  of  the  Son  with  the 
Father;  whereas  for  that  very  reason  the  Arians  rejected  that  Orthodox 
sense  of  them. 

Hosius  would  easily  learn  these  fadls  at  Alexandria,  and  wotdd 
naturally  take  the  Orthodox  side  for  the  use  of  those  terms.     On  his 
failure  to  convince  the  Arians  he  returns  to  Nicomedia,  the  Emperor 
Constantine's  residence,  and  advises  him  to  assemble  an  Ecumenical 
Council.     The  Emperor  does  so.     Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria, 
on  his  way  to  it  halts  for  a  time  at  Nicomedia,  and  confers  with 
Hosius,  his  friend  and  the  bosom  friend  of  the  Emperor  Constantine, 
as  to  what  should  be  done  to  resist  the  heresy  that  the  Logos  is  a 
creature  and  its  consequent  heresy  that  He  is  to  be  worshipped  as  a 
creature,  which  was  a  plain  return  to  the  pagan  error  of  creature-ser' 
vice.    The  result  of  the  conference  was  that  they  determined  to  adopt 
as  the  watchword  of  Orthodoxy  that  the  I/>gos  is  of  the  same  substance 
as  the  Father,  which  cuts  up  both  those  Arian  heresies  by  the  roots. 
So  we  find  that  when  the  Council  opens  the  Bishops  wish  to  add  that 
expression  to  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Profession  of  Faith,  and  refuse 
to  adopt  it  without  that  addition,  as  Eusebius  testifies  in  his  Epistle 
to  the  Caesareans.    The  Orthodox  Bishops  act  as  though  they  came 
to  that  session  thoroughly  prepared  to  demand  the  adoption  of  that 
expression  into  the  formula  of  the  Cotmcil,  and  that  every  Bishop 
should  subscribe  it.     Hosius  had  evidently  done  away  with  the  evil 
influence  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  over  the  Emperor,  at  least  for  the 
time  being,  and  Constantine  seconds  the  efforts  and  decision  of  the 
Bishops  of  the  Cotmcil;  and  the  Creed  of  Nicaea  is  drawn  up  and 
the  expression; 

1 .  ^^  Of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father '  *  (6fioooetov  r^  Harpt) ;  and 

2.  *  *  Out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father*  *  (^  t^y  oheiwi  too  Ilarpd^),  are 
put  into  it;  and,  in  the  Anathema,  the  Universal  Church  anathema- 
tizes those  who  say  that  the  Son  of  God  is  out  of  another  subsistence  or 
substance  than  the  Father,  iS  iripa^  OTcoerdetof^  ij  obeia^).  Hosius,  by 
his  influence  over  Constantine  whom  he  may  have  won  to  £Eivor  the 
faith  during  his  residence  in  Spain,  by  his  high  position  in  the  CoondL 
of  Nicaea  as  a  Confessor,  and  as  a  close  friend  of  Constantine  whose 
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language,  as  a  I^tin,  he  as  a  Bishop  of  a  Spanish  diocese,  well  knew, 
as  he  knew  Greek  also,  and  for  whom  he  could  therefore  be  an  inter- 
preter to  and  £rom  the  Greek-speaking  prelates  who  formed  the  great 
majority  of  the  Council;  Hosius,  in  all  these  ways  could  well  have  it 
said  of  him  by  the  Arians, 

**  That  man  set  forth  the  Faith  in  Nicaea  **  (604). 

(604).    The  learned  French  Latin,  Tillemont,  has  some  good  remarks  on 
Hosius  in  his  Memoires  pour  Servir  a  I*  Histoire  Ecclesiastique  des  Six  Pre- 
tniers  Siedes^  Tome  VIL  (Paris,  A.  D.  1706),  page  500  and  after.    On  page  311, 
he  thinks  that  the  view  that  at  Nicaea  he  was  a  legate  of  Pope  Saint  Sylvester 
is  not  well  authorized. 

Ffoulkes,  in  his  article  on  *^  Nicaea^^^  pages  1590, 1591,  Volume  II.,  of  Smith 
and  Cheetham's  Di^ionary  of  Christian  Antiquities^  brings  some  important 
fa<5ls  to  explain  Hosius'  prominence  at  Nicaea  and  against  the  notion  that  he  was 
a  legate  of  Rome.  He  holds  that  '^the  order  in  which  Bishops  should  sit  at' 
General  Councils^*  was  '*as  yet  undetermined  by  rule ^^^  and  so  that  "A^  who- 
was  the  most  ancient  would  be pUiced first^*^  and  he  cites  Eusebius  and  others  in 
proof;  and  hence  argues  that  on  that  ground  his  pre-eminence  in  the  Council  i& 
to  be  accounted  for.  Another  reason  for  it,  he  holds,  was  the  fact  that  he  had 
been  a  Confessor  in  the  time  of  Maximian. 

Ffoulkes  adds  that,  "There  is  proof  from  Eusebius  of  Hosius  having  a<5led 
for  Constantine  several  times  before  (E.  H.  X.  6;  Vit  C.  II.,  63;  Comp.  Soc  I., 
7),  but  no  contemporary  proof  whatever  of  his  having  ever  adted  for  Pope  Syl- 
vester.   *    *    * 

' '  Up  to  the  last  quarter  of  the  5th  century— notwithstanding  all  that  had  been 
written  on  the  Council  by  St  Athanasius,  and  other  fathers,  by  the  one  Latin 
and  three  Greek  ecclesiastical  historians  who  followed  Eusebius,  all  also  that 
had  been  cited  from  it  by  the  Councils  of  Ephesus,  Chalcedon,  and  other  places— 
not  a  word  had  been  said,  or  a  hint  dropped,  of  Hosius  having  represented  any- 
body there  but  himself.  In  A.  D.  476,  or  thereabouts,  the  statement  that  Pope  Syl- 
vester was  represented  there  by  him,  as  well  as  by  his  own  true  [two  ?]  presbyters, 
was  adventured  on  by  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus,  a  writer  of  the  poorest  credit,  who- 
makes  Constantinople  the  seat  of  empire  when  the  Council  met,  and  Rufinus^ 
the  historian,  one  of  those  present;  and  to  this  statement  Bishop  Hefele  gravely 
calls  upon  us  to  assent  still  (Introd,^  pp.  36-41  and  46).*' 

From  the  way  in  which  Eusebius  speaks  of  Hosius  and  of  the  legates  of 
Rome,  in  Chapter  VIL,  Book  III.  of  his  Life  of  Constantine^  I  infer  that  Hosius 
was  not  a  legate  of  Rome.    I  quote  his  words;  after  mentioning  the  nations  of ' 
Asia  and  of  Africa,  who  were  represented  by  Bishops,  he  comes  to  specify  those 
people  of  Europe  who  had  Bishops  present,  and  writes: 

''  And  Thxadans,  and  Macedonians,  and  Achaeans,  and  Epirotes  met  [with 
the  rest]  and  those  who  dwelt  still  farther  away  than  they,  and  of  the  Spaniards, 
themselves  the  very  celebrated  one  was  co-sitting  along  with  the  many;  and 
thou^^  the  prelate  of  the  imperial  city  was  absent  by  reason  of  old  age,  never- 
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I  do  not  here  make  much  of  the  testimony  of  the  inaccurate 
Gelasius  of  Cyzicus.  Yet  it  is  noteworthy  that  even  he  makes  for 
the  view  that  the  great  Hosius  led  the  way  towards  the  adoption  by 
the  Council  of  the  expression  ''ofihe  same  substance.*^ 

For  in  his  AHs  of  the  Nicene  Council,  Book  II.,  Chapter  XVI., 
he  reports  the  Bishops  at  Nicaea  as  answering  by  the  mouth  of  Hosius, 
Bishop  of  Cordova,  a  philosopher  who  took  the  side  of  Arius,  and  the 
noticeable  thing  is  that  Hosius  is  represented  as  setting  forth  the 
do<5lrine  of  the  Consubstantiality  in  his  response.  He  speaks  of  the 
Son  as  6fjLoouffto^  Tj}  IlaTfH,  that  is  as  ^^  of  the  same  substance  with  ike 
Father/ '  and  in  the  same  reply  he  addresses  his  opponent  thus:  **  One 
must  understand,  therefore,  O  Philosopher,  that  the  Father  and  the  Son 
as  to  the  substance  of  their  Divinity  are  one,  as  also  the  same  Son  in 
the  Gospels  cries:  *  /  aftd  the  Fathef  are  one/  to  whom  he  said,  *Let  us 
make  viaji  in  out  image,  after  our  likeness,''  **  Afterwards  it  seemed 
good  to  the  assembled  Fathers  to  insert  the  do<5lrine  of  the  Consub- 
stantiality into  their  Definition  or  Symbol.  See  Gelasius  of  Cyadcus' 
Jim  of  the  Nicene  Council,  Book  II.,  Chapter  XXIV.  It  is  after  the 
answers  of  Hosius  and  others  on  different  points  that  the  philospher 

theless  presbyters  of  his  were  present  and  fiUed  his* place,"  (ovr«v  re  XTdvwv  A 
rdri'  fiijufinv^  tif  f/v  toI^  TroA/oZf  afta  awedpeiKjv  ryg  6k  ye  paatXtvobaii^  n^ktu^  h  iiiv 
^pofOTtj^  varipei  dm  )-^pa^y  npto^vrtpo^  6i  avrov  napdvreg  tt/v  avrov  ra^tv  evX^poiv.  I 
quote  the  Greek  from  column  1061,  Tome  XX.,  of  Mignc's  Pitroiogia  Graeca), 
Here  the  way  in  which  Hosius  is  mentioned  and  presbyters  of  Rome,  seems  to 
imply  that  Hosius  did  not  represent  Rome  but  Spain,  and  that  the  only  repr^ 
seutatives  of  ''the  prelate  of  the  imperial  city ^^^  Rome,  were  those  spoken  of  as 
* '  presbyters  of  h  is. '  * 

A  note  here  in  column  1061,  Tome  XX.,  of  Migne's  PBUrologia  Graeca,  on 
the  words  ''the  prelate  of  the  imperial  city,*'  tells  us  that  Gelasius  of  Cyzicns 
believed  that  they  meant  the  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  and  that  Nicetas,  in  his 
Treasure-House  of  the  Orthodox  Faith,  Book  V.,  Chapter  VI.,  followed  him; 
and  Nicetas  adds  that  Metrophanes  was  Bishop  of  Constantinople  at  that  time; 
and  that  Epiphanius  Scholasticus,  in  Book  II.  of  his  THpartite  History ,  says  the 
same.     But  the  annotator,  in  Migne,  well  remarks; 

*'But  that  explanation  can  not  be  endured.  For  Constantinople  had  not  yet 
been  dedicated,  nor  had  it  been  decorated  with  the  title  *  imperial  cify '  when 
the  Council  congregated  in  the  dty  of  Nicaea.  And  so  those  words  of  Boaebhis 
must  necessarily  be  understood  of  the  Bishop  of  the  city  of  Rome;  which  Soso- 
men  confirms  in  Book  I.,  Chapter  XVI.,  where  the  name  of  Jnlins  has  wrongly 
crept  into  the  text  for  Sylvester;  and  Theodoret  confirms  it  in  Book  L,  Chapter 
VII." 
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here  mentioned  declares  his  belief  in  the  doArine  of  the  Trinity,  and 
after  that  again  that  the  Council  by  a  Synodical  Act  puts  forth  the 
doiflrine  *'ofihe  same  substance,'^  See  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus*  AHs  of 
the  Nicene  Council,  Book  II.,  Chapters  XXII.,  XXIII  and  XXIV. 
But  scholars  do  not  give  much  credit  to  such  things  in  Gelasius  as  rely 
on  his  authority  alone.  And  so  I  therefore  dismiss  his  witness  with  the 
remark  that  the  proof  above  given  for  the  belief  that  Hosius  was  very 
adlive  for  the  adoption  at  Nicaea  of  the  expression  ^^  of  the  same  sub- 
stafice''  is  ample  without  Gelasius,  and  that  that  fact  was  so  well 
known  even  in  Gelasius*  day  that  he  voices  it  in  the  above  tale, 
whether  it  be  fidlion  or  truth,  or  both  mingled  together. 

Before  closing  on  Hosius,  I  would  add  that  the  Christ-hating 
pagan  historian  Zosimus,  in  his  Six  Books  of  New  History,  written  in 
the  fifth  century,  likes  to  have  his  fling  at  prominent  Christians;  and 
among  other  things  tells  a  yam  about  Constantine,  the  Kmperor, 
having  been  troubled  about  his  having  put  to  death  his  son  Crispus 
for  illicit  intercourse  with  his  stepmother,  Pausta,  and  of  his  putting 
her  to  death  afterwards,  because  his  own  mother,  Helena,  who,  I 
should  add,  was  a  Christian,  was  grieved  at  her  grandson's  death. 
According  to  the  Historic  Commentary  of  Reitemeier  on  tiiat  matter, 
Zosimus  has  blundered  as  to  times  and  events,  (Reitemderi  Commen- 
tarius  Historicus,  pages  354,  355,  of  the  edition  of  Zosimus,  Bonnae, 

1837.) 

But  anent  Hosius,  it  may  be  well  to  notice  what  Zosimus  says  of 
an  Egyptian,  who  had  been  supposed,  by  some,  to  be  Hosius.  Zosi- 
mus writes,  in  his  Book  II.,  Chapter  XXIX.,  that  while  Constantine 
was  troubled  for  his  execution  of  his  son  and  wife, 

*'  A  certain  Kg3nptian  having  come  out  of  Spain  into  Rome,  and 
having  become  well  acquainted  with  the  women  in  the  palace,  and 
having  met  with  Constantine,  out  and  out  affirmed  that  tiie  dodlrine 
of  the  Christians  can  expiate  every  sin,  and  has  this  promise,  namely 
that  if  the  impious  share  it  they  at  once  become  free  firom  every  sin: 
and  Constantine  having  most  readily  received  that  dodlrine,  and  hav- 
ing renounced  his  hereditary  [pagan]  opinions,  and  having  become  a 
sharer  of  those  which  the  Egyptian  communicated  to  him,  he  made  a 
beginning  of  'his  new  regard  for  Christianity  by  holding  the 
[pagan]  diviners  art  in  suspicion '  (Bekker's  Zosimus,  page  95). 
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Reitemeier  as  above,  and  Sozomen  in  his  EccUsiasHcal  Hisbry, 
Book  I.,  Chapter  III.,  and  Kvagrius  in  his  Eccksiastical  History ^  Book 
III.,  Chapters  XI^.  and  XLI.,  as  well  as  Gibbon,  have  censured  the 
unfairness  and  mistaken  assertions  of  Zosimus. 

Reitemeier,  as  above,  refers  to  the  fact  that  years  before  Constan- 
tine  had  seen  the  vision  in  the  sky  which  converted  him,  and  that 
the.  heathen  Zosimus  takes  no  notice  of  his  strong  regard  for  Chris- 
tianity till  he  began  to  enact  laws  against  divination  and  openly  to 
deride  paganism  and  to  think  of  founding  another  Rome  in  the  East, 
as  he  tells  us  he  did  after  the  Egyptian  came  to  Rome.  Zosimus' 
story  would  imply  that  Constantine  then  first  opposed  paganism,  and 
so  became  hated  by  the  Roman  Senate  and  people.  So  we  see^  Zosimus 
blunders  in  not  knowing  that  Constantine  was  a  pronounced  favorer 
of  Christianity  long  years  before  the  execution  of  Crispus  and  Fansta. 

Yet  may  there  not  be  some  truth  in  his  lies?  May  not  the 
Bgyptian  who  came  firom  Spain,  by  whose  influence  he  fix>wned  pub- 
licly on  pagan  soothsayers,  and  openly  derided  pagan  rites,  be  Hosius 
of  Cordova,  and  may  he  not  have  seen  the  Emperor's  Christian 
mother  in  the  palace,  and  so  been  introduced  to  her  son  and  moved 
him  to  good  ?  I  think  so.  He  may  have  been  an  Egyptian  by  birth 
or  descent,  who  early  went  to  Spain  and  became  one  in  heart  and 
tongue  with  the  Latin-speaking  Christians  of  that  land. 

Zosimus  evidently  blunders  as  to  what  was  said  to  Constantine 
by  the  '^Egyptian  from  Spain''  of  whom  he  writes;  for  the  Chris- 
tians of  the  fourth  century,  like  their  predecessors,  held  that  baptism 
is  ''/or  the  remission  of  sins''  (Acts  II.,  38,  and  XXII.,  16);  and 
their  Bishops  were  willing  to  die  for  that  tenet  as  a  part  of  the  fidth, 
but  not  for  the  heretical  notion  that  to  believe  in  the  Christian  reli- 
gion without  being  baptized  can  save  a  man.  And  as  Constantine 
was  not  baptized  till  just  before  his  death  in  A.  D.  337  (605),  we  may 
be  sure  that  if  the  *  *  Egyptian  from  Spain ' '  was  Hosius,  he  would 
not  have  deceived  Constantine  by  telling  him  that  he  was  a  Christian 
without  baptism.  But  one  who  did  not  know  the  fa<5ls  as  to  Con- 
stantine's  baptism  would  naturally  get  the  idea  from  Zosimus*  words 

(605).  Busebius  of  Caesarea,  in  Chapters  LXL,  LXII.,  LXni.  and  LXIV., 
of  Book  IV.,  of  h\aLi/eo/Omstantine shows  that  he  was  first  made  a  catechnmen 
in  his  last  sickness  at  Helenopolis,  and  that  after  that  he  received  baptiam  at 
Nicomedia  and  died  there. 
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at  he  was  baptized  into  the  Christian  Church  before  he  left  Rome 

found  a  new  capital  on  the  Bosphorus.     Indeed,  that  may  have 

:en  Zosimus'  idea.     But  on  that  matter,  as  on  others,  where  Chris- 

inity  is  concerned,  he  knew  so  little  of  fadls,  and  was  so  full  of  bitter 

Lgan  prejudice  that  he  constantly  went  astray  (606).     Constantine 

id  openly  favored  the  Church  as  early  as  A.  D.  311  and  312,  where 

2  find  his  name  in  edidls  which  tolerate  them,  and  blunt  the  teeth 

persecution.     We  find  the  Donatists  appealing  to  him  to  decide 

itween  them  and  the  Catholics,  and  in  response,  in  A.  D.  314,  he 

tthers  Bishops  of  his  jurisdidlion  at  Aries  in  Gaul,  where  Spain  was 

presented.     For  it  was  then  in  Constantine*s  jurisdidlion.    And  it 

certainly  a  possible  thing  that,  when  in  that  land,  he  visited  Cor- 

»va,  which  was  then  one  of  its  most  important  cities,  and  with  his 

mpathies  for  Christianity,  became  well  acquainted  with  its  zealous 

id  able  Bishop,  Hosius,  so  that  he  probably  knew  him  years  before 

e  time  when  he  visited  Rome,  and  is  spoken  of  by  Zosimus,  I  think, 

the  ^*  Egyptian  from  Spain  *^  who  visited  the  women  in  the  palace 

Rome  (607,  608).     Why  may  he  not  have  met  Helena,  the  Em- 

« 

(606).  Professor  Milligan  has  a  good  article  on  '* Zosimus**  in  the  last 
lume  of  Smith  and  Wace's  Di^ionary  of  Christian  Biography. 

(607).  See  page  638,  VoL  I.,  of  Smith  and  Wace's  DiHionary  of  Christian 
iography  for  the  dates  of  those  events. 

(608).  Argles,  in  his  article  on  Helena^  page  882,  Volume  II.,  of  Smith  and 
ace's  DiHionary  of  Christian  Biography ,  expresses  the  view  that  Helena  he- 
me a  Christion  through  her  son  Constantine.     But, 

1.  That  inference  is  opposed  to  the  common  view  of  the  ancients: 

2.  The  passage  to  whidi  Argles  refers  as  proof  for  that  statement. that  Con- 
mtine  converted  her  to  the  Christian  Faith  (Chapter  XLVU.,  Book  III.,  of 
isebius*  Life  of  Constantine),  does  not  say  that,  but  only  that  he  rendered  her 
more  devout  worshipper  of  God.  She  was,  I  think,  a  Christian  before,  but 
came  a  more  devout  Christian  by  his  influence.  I  give  a  literal  translation  of 
e  passage  below.  In  the  chapters  before,  Eusebius  has  just  spoken  of  her 
inificence  in  building  churches,  etc.,  which  probably,  an  they  required  large 
cans,  she  had  not  sufficient  money  to  do,  and  hence  ..rew  from  her  imperial 
a,  and  then  he  mentions  her  death  as  follows: 

' '  The  mother  of  the  Emperor  was  therefore  perfected,  having  become  worthy 
nnforgetable  remembrance,  both  on  account  of  her  dear  to  God  a6U  and  of 
t  eminent  and  admirable  son  who  was  bom  of  her;  who  deserves  to  be  blessed 
addition  to  all  his  other  good  traits  for  his  dutiftdness  tqwards  his  mother:  for 
made  her  so  God-fearing  when  she  was  not  before,  that  it  seemed  that  she  had 
en  instru<5led  by  the  common  Saviour  from  the  first**     The  Greek,  ••  in 
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peror's  mother,  then,  and  before  in  Spain,  when  he  was  ruler  there? 
The  precise  and  definite  details  on  these  matters  indeed  are  not  well 
known,  but  the  fadls,  which  we  do  know,  look  that  way. 

And  of  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  the  Synodal  Epistle 
states  that 

^^  He  was  both  a  master  and  a  sharer  in  the  things  which  have  been 
done.'' 

And  the  same  is  true  of  that  distinguished  prelate  of  Antioch  of 

whom  Christian  antiquity  speaks  zs^'  the  great  Eustathius''  (609), 

whose  zeal  for  the  Consubstantiality  of  the  Son  with  the  Father,  and 

against  the  Arian  creature-service  is  clear  from  his  address  to  the 

Emperor  Constantine  at  the  very  beginning  of  the  first  formal  session 

of  the  Council  (610).    Pacundus,  Bishop  of  Ermiana  or  Hermiana,  in 

the  province  of  Byzacena  in  Africa  in  the  sixth  century,  in  his  Defence 

of  the  Three  Chapters,  which  is  addressed  to  the  Emperor  Justinian, 

Book  VIII.,  Chapter  IV.,  speaks  of  him  as  **  the  blessed  Eustachius'' 

[an  error  for  *'  Eustathius'"']  ''Bishop  of  the  city  of  Antioch^  who  was 

for  the  right  faith  in  the  Nicene  Council'^  (611). 

And,  in  the  same  work.  Book  XI.,  Chapter  I.,  Pacundus  terms 
him. 

*  *  The  blessed Eustachius ' '  [that  is,  Eustathitis"]  *  *  Bishop  of  Antioch 

who  was  first  in  the  Nicene  Council  **  (612). 

Column  1 108,  of  Tome  XX.,  of  Migne*s  Pitrologia  Graeca,  of  part  of  the  above 

is  as  follows:  bv  trpb^  role  airaaty  kqI  r^f  elf  t^  yitvafikvTfv  6<riac  fuuuipV^etv  a^tav^  €vto 
fjLtv  avrf^  deooe^^fj  KaTaoTfjaavTa^  ovk  ovaav  'jrp&repov,  c)f  atV^  [but  the  common  reading 
is  not  avT<;}  but  avrd,  a  note  in  Migne  here  tells  us,  and  I  prefer  it]  doxeiv  U  irporvi 
Tff)  ia)iv(ft  liurfjfH  fiEfiaOrp-evoBai, 

(609).  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  History,  Book  I.,  Chapter  VL  See  the 
quotation  on  page  273  above  from  it 

(610.)    See  it  translated  on  pages  276,  277  above. 

(611).  Facundi  episc.  Hermianensis  Pro  De/ensione  TVium  Ca/t/n/,  lib. 
VIII.,  cap.  IV.  (col.  719,  Tome  LXVII.,  of  Migne's  FUtrologia  Latina);  tt  ^cb 
nos  deficiet  percurrentes  beatum  Eustachium  Antiochiae  dvitatis  episcopum,  qui 
fuit  pro  redla  fide  in  Nicaeno  Concilio,  etc 

(612).  Facundus,  Id.,  lib.  XI.,  cap.  i.  (column  795,  Tome  LXVIL,  of 
Migne's  Patrologia  Latina);  Nam  beatus  Eustachius  Antiochenus  episcopus,  qui 
primus  in  Nicaeno  concilio  fuit,  sexto  adversus  Arianos  libro,  de  eo  quod  ait  Do- 
minus;  Netno  scit  diem  ilium  (Matt  XXIV.,  36);  Z>faxmfij,  inquit,  etc  A  note 
in  the  same  column  of  Migne  tells  us  that  ''Eustachium,*^  in  this  note,  should  be 
*' Eustathium.'' 
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I  am  aware  that  the  honor  of  speaking  for  the  First  Ecumenical 
3uncil  to  the  Emperor  Constantine  has  been  ascribed  by  a  few,  be- 
nning  with  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia,  to  Alexander  Bishop  of  Alex- 
idria.     I<et  us  see  how  that  matter  stands: 

Nicetas  Choniata,  of  the  thirteenth  century,  was  Bishop  of  Mar- 
lea,  and  afterwards  became  Bishop  of  Thessalonica.  He  has  left 
J  a  work  entitled  **  Thesaurus''  [or  **  Treasury''']  ''of  the  Orthodox 
%ith, ' '  Book  V. ,  Chapter  VII. ,  of  it  refers  to  the  First  Ecumenical 
3uncil;  and  states  that  ''Eusebius  [of  Caesarea]  in  the  Third  Book 
'  his  Life  of  Constantine^  testifies  that  he  himself  first  spoke  in  the 
mod.**  This  is  an  error.  Sozomen  in  the  following  century,  as 
lown  above,  makes  that  assertion.  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  does  not 
>ecify  the  name  of  the  first  speaker.  Next  Nicetas  refers  to  Theo- 
>ret*s  statement,  quoted  above,  that  the  Bishop  who  replied  to  the 
>ening  address  of  the  Emperor  Constantine  was  Eustathius,  Bishop 
'  Antioch.     Then  he  adds: 

*  *  But  as  Theodore  of  Mopsuestia  writes,  that  honor  *  *  [of  speaking 
-st  in  that  Council]  **has  been  ascribed  to 'Alexander  the  Pontiff  of 
lexandria  besides,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  the  leader  and  cause  of 
.e  assembling  of  the  Synod.  He  adds  th^t  that  prelate  narrated  in 
e  session  of  the  Council  all  things  in  order  as  they  had  occurred, 
id  that  after  many  speeches  besides  had  been  delivered  on  this  side 
id  on  that,  the  Bishops  came  to  an  agreement  among  themselves, 
id  pronounced  the  Son  to  be  Sfioou^tov  to  the  Father,  that  is  of  ex- 
itly  the  same  substance  with  Him  (613).** 

I  judge  from  the  above  that  there  is  no  clear  proof  that  Theodore 
'  Mopsuestia  had  any  documentary  evidence  for  the  idea  that  Alexan- 
ir,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  was  the  prelate  who  replied  to  the  Emperor; 
it  that  he  inferred  that  he  was  from  the  fact  that  he  was  the  first  in 
nk  of  all  the  Bishops  present,  and  that  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in 
tiapter  XI.,  of  Book  III.,  of  hisZ^^  of  Constantine ^  without  specify- 
g  his  name,  states  that  it  was  ''the  Bishop  who  occupied  the  chief 

(613).  Migne's  Patrologia  Graeca,  Tome  CXXXIX.,  coL  1367;  Nicaetae 
Loniatae,  Thesauri  Orthodoxae  Fidei^  lib.  V.,  cap.  VII.  The  original  Greek  is 
t  there  given,  but  only  the  Latin  translation.  I  have  Englished  the  latter.  It 
as  follows :  Ut  antem  Theodoras  Mopsuestiaeus  scribit,  Alexandro  Alexandrini 
ntifici  id  honoris  ultro  delatom  est,  quippe  qui  Synod!  cogendae  dux  et  audtor 
stitisset     Hunc  in  S3modi  consessu  omnia  ut  se  habebant  ordine  narrasse 
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place  in  the  right  division  of  the  assembly^'*  as  Bagster's  translation 
has  it.     But  such  an  inference  does  not  amount  to  much  against, 

1.  The  plain  statement  of  Theodoret  that  it  was  Bustathiusof 
Antioch;  and, 

2.  The  fact  that  we  have  still  preserved  to  ys  Bustathius'  Oration 
on  that  occasion. 

These  three  great  prelates  stand  chief  in  the  Council  as  the  lead- 
ing formulators  of  the  deathless  Creed  of  Nicaea,  the  wording  of 
which  we  must  believe  was  made  with  the  Christ-promised  assistance 
of  the  Holy  Ghost,  who  is  to  be  with  the  sotmd  Universal  Apostolate 
forever  to  guide  them  into  all  truth. 

But  time  would  fail  to  tell  the  merits  of  the  rest  of  the  318 
Orthodox  Bishops  who  were  champions  for  Christ's  Divinity,  and 
against  Arian  Creature- Worship;  and  to  record  the  shame  of  such  of 
them  as,  like  Kusebius  of  Nicomed|a  and  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  op- 
posed. I  must  leave  that  to  the  historian  and  the  biographer.  The 
fame  of  some  of  them  lives  in  letters  of  living  light;  others,  it  may  be 
equally  meritorious  and  equally  acSlive  for  the  truth  of  God  against 
hydra-headed  Arianism,  had  their  modest  worth  enshrined  in  the 
hearts  which  they  fitted  by  their  sound  and  holy  teachings  for  heaven; 
and  there  those  whose  merits  are  detailed  by  biographers  and  by  his- 
torians, and  those  whose  are  not,  abide  with  those  whom  under  God 
they  saved,  with  Christ  in  endless  joy  and  triumph;  for  he  never  fails 
to  remember  the  merits  of  his  servants,  who  have  manfiilly  contended 
for  his  faith  and  died  in  it  at  the  last;  for  he  giveth  liberally  and 
upbraideth  not.  But  if  any  among  them  did  not  continue  steadfast  to 
the  end,  and  lost  his  crown  in  the  fiery  Arian  persecutions  which 
afterwards  arose,  for  him  must  we  grieve;  and  take  heed  lest  we  also  fall. 

As  nearly  all  the  Apostolic  sees  mentioned  in  the  New  Testament 
were  represented  by  sound  Bishops  (Rome  by  presbyters),  in  the 
First  Ecumenical  Council,  we  may  be  sure  that  the  sense  of  the  Scrip- 
tures which  had  been  transmitted  and  preached  in  their  Churches  from 
the  beginning  on  the  vital  theme  of  Christ's  Divinity  was  enshrined 
by  them  in  its  blessed  and  glorious  Creed,  and  that  every  thing  in 
that  Symbol  is  an  embodiment  of  Scriptural  faith  held  to  fixmi  the 
first;  so  that  that  noble  Document  is  indeed  Apostolic  in  the  highest 
and  fullest  sense. 
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We  come,  now, 

•9,  To  menHan  ike  mosi  noiable  ierms  which  are  found  in  the  Crebd 
OP  THB  First  Bcumenicai«  Council,  but  are  noi  in  the  Pro- 
fession OP  Faith  presented  by  Eusebius  of  Caesarea;  and  to 
note  the  reason  for  ihem, 

Busebius,  in  his  letter  to  his  people,  speaking  of  the  eight  articles 
(614)  which  compose  that  part  of  the  Nicene  Creed  before  the  anath- 
«ematism,  dwells  only  on  the  following  expressions  as  Uable  to  question: 

1.  **  Out  op  the  substance  of  the  Father^'*  ix  r^y  odtria^  rod  Uarpd^. 

2.  ^*0/  the  same  substance  as  the  Father,'*  dfiooboiov  rf  Bar  pi ;  and 
3/  **Bom,  not  made,'*  Ttw^Bivra^  oh  iton^eivra. 

He  does  not  openly  reject  the  terms,  but  inquires  regarding  them, 
how  they  were  meant.    Indeed,  he  confesses  in  this  very  document, 

1.  In  regard  to  the  truth  of  the  term  6iioob<Fiovy  that  ^^on  examina^ 
Mon  there  are  grounds  for  saying,  that  the  Son  is  of  one  substance  zvith  the 
Father'*  (615);  and 

2.  In  regard  to  the  authority  for  its  use:  *^  We  were  aware  that  even 
uimong  the  ancients,  some  learned  and  illustrious  Bishops  and  Writers 
.have  used  the  terms  *  Of  the  same  substance,  *  in  their  theological  teaching 
^concerning  the  Father  and  Son**  (616). 

And  3,  he  admitted  the  expression  *  'not  made,  *  *  though  whether  he 
held  to  the  full  Orthodox  sense,  either  of  that  expression  or  of  the 
terms  expressing  Consubstantiality,  has  been  justly  doubted  (617). 
He  professes,  however,  in  this  Epistle,  to  have  received  them  and  the 
Anathema. 

(614).  That  is  the  three  great  themes  of  the  Father,  the  Son,  and  the  Holy 
Ohost,  which  logically  make  three  great  articles;  though  for  the  sake  of  conve- 
^ent  comparison  with  the  Western  Creed  called  the  Apostles*,  we  divide  the 
•second  article,  that  is  that  on  the  Son  into  six,  and  so  we  make  eight;  counting 
ithat  on  the  Father  Article  i,  that  on  the  Son  Articles  2,  5, 4,  5,  6  and  7;  and  that 
on  the  Holy  Ghost  Article  8. 

(61$).  Oxford  translation  of  ST.  Athanasius'  Treatises  Against  Arianistn^ 
page  63. 

(616).    Id.,  page  64. 

(617).   ^5ee  id.,  notes  on  pp.  62  and  63. 
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These  three  expressions  in  the  eight  articles — ^that  is  the  articles 
before  the  Anathema  (6i8)  seemed  to  the  mind  of  Kusebius  the  more 
notable  and  distindtive  of  the  additions  to  his  own  formula. 

As  to  the  Anathematism,  he  remarks  on  the  expressions: 

1.  ''Outo/noihing''  (eig). 

2.  **  Once  He  was  noV^  (620). 

3.  ^^Before  He  was  bom^  He  was  noV*  (221). 

All  these  expressions  of  the  Nicaean  Anathema  coincide  in  con* 
demning  the  heresy  that  the  Son  is  not  eternal. 

All  the  six  expressions  above  noted,  as  well  as  the  da^lrine  which 
they  contain  are  lacking  in  the  paper  of  Kusebius. 

The  first  two  of  the  six  guard  the  dodlrine  of  the  Consubstan- 
tiality. 

The  third  forbids  any  man  to  deem  the  Son  a  creature,  as  does 

the  fourth  also. 

The  last  two  make  Him  eternal,  and  therefore  co-eternal  with  the 
Father. 

None  of  those  terms  came  from  Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  for  as  an 
Arian  he  was  naturally  opposed  to  them,  and  never  in  his  heart  really 
received  them. 

Athanasius,  in  his  Epistle  to  the  African  Bishops^  and  in  sedtions 
19  and  20  of  his  Epistle  in  Defence  of  the  Nicene  Decisions^  shows  how 
difficult  it  was  for  the  Orthodox  to  frame  sound  test-expressions 
which  the  Arians  could  not  explain  away.  For  instance,  in  sedtion 
19  of  his  Epistle  in  Defence  of  the  Nicene  Decisions,  he  shows  that  the 
Orthodox  said  that  the  Son  had  come  out  of  God,  U  too  Stou  which  is 

(618).    Perhaps  it  would  be  better  to  say  the  three  great  articles  before  the 
Anathema,  that  is: 

1.  The  article  on  the  Father; 

2.  The  article  on  the  Son;  and 

3.  The  article  on  the  Holy  Ghost;  though,  in  writing  on  the  so-called  Apoa- 
tles*  Creed,  men,  in  the  Middle  Ages,  often  divided  the  articles  on  the  Trinity 
in  it  into  eight — ^perhaps  originally  from  their  belief  in  the  legend  that  each  of 
the  Apostles  made  one  article  of  the  present  twelve  of  that  Creed. 

(619).     Greek,  if  ovk  Ivtuv  kytvtro, 

(620).     Greek,  ^  irore  bre  ovk  i}v. 

(621).    Greek,  nplv  ytwrfi^inu  ovk  iv» 
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in  acxx)rdance  with  Christ's  own  statement  in  John  VIII.,  42,  but  the 
Arians  explained  it  to  mean  out  of  God  in  the  sense  oi'^qf  God,  *  *  that 
is  in  the  same  sense  as  men  are  ^God,  that  is  that  He  did  not  come 
out  of  His  Substance,  but  was  a  mere  creature  from  outside  of  Him. 
Then  the  Fathers,  to  make  their  meaning  clearer  and  the  sense 
stronger,  set  forth  the  expression  ''out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father** 
(622),  and  put  it  into  the  Creed.  And  with  the  same  intent  they  put 
forth  their  affirmations  of  Orthodoxy  in  the  three  expressions  above, 
in  the  part  of  the  Creed  before  the  Anathema,  and  their  negations  of 
all  the  Arian  assertions  that  Christ  is  a  creature,  and  of  their  creature- 
worship  which  is  based  on  them,  in  the  Anathema,  in  the  three  clauses 
there  forbidden. 

Kusebius  mentions  only  three  additional  clauses  of  the  part  of 
the  Nicene  Creed  before  its  Anathema.  In  fact  there  are  eleven.  Let 
us  examine. 

On  pages  68-73,  above,  are  found  the  parts  of  the  Nicene  Creed 
before  its  Anathema,  and  side  by  side  with  them  the  parts  of  Kusebius 
of  Caesarea*s  /V'(^<?^^k?«  of  Faith  which  treat  on  the  same  articles,  that 
is  those  on  the  Trinity.     On  comparing  them  we  see  that  in 

Article'2,  the  order  of  the  clauses  which  contain  the  same  word- 
ing is  diffisrent;  for  instance,  in Eusebius*  Profession  **God out  ofGod*^ 
precedes,  ^^  Bom  out  of  the  Father ,*  whereas  the  reverse  is  the  case  in 
the  Nicene  Creed. 

Besides,  the  Nicene  Creed  has  the  following  words,  which  are  not 
In  Eusebius*  Profession: 

(A).  ''Son,''  before  ''of  Godr 

(B).  *  *  7:4a/  is  out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father:^ 

(C).  "  Very  God  out  of  very  Gody 

(D).  "Born,  not  made:' 

(E).  "  Of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father;  ^^  and 

(F).  "Both  those  in  the  heaven  and  those  on  the  earth.*^ 

In  Article  3,  the  Nicene  has 
(G).  "For  us  men  and,"  and 
(H).  "Came  down  and;"  and 


(622).     Greek,  tK  nyf  ovaia^  rov  liarpdc. 


391  Chapter  VII . 


(I).  *'The  words  ^^and  put  on  a  man,**  which  are  uotim  Et^se- 
bius*  Profession, 

In  Article  6,  the  Nicene  has 

« 

Q).    ^'Into  the  heavens,'*  which  are  not  in  Kusebios'  Profession. 

In  Article  7,  The  Nicene  has 

(K).  The  present  ^'comeih,**  whereas  Kusebius'  Profession  has 
the  future  tense. 
We  come  now, 

Section  10.  To  mention  the  chief  things  in  EuseHus  of  Caesarea  s 
Profession  op  Faith,  which  are  not  in  the  Nicene  Creed,  and 
to  ask  why  they  were  omitted  by  the  Fathers  of  the  Council. 

The  following  are  the  omissions: 

(A).  The  first  six  lines  of  Eusebius'  Profession,  on  pages  59  and 
'60  of  the  Oxford  translation  of  St.  Athanasius'  Treatises  Against 
Arianism,  and  part  of  line  16,  and  the  whole  of  the  end  of  it,  com- 
prising the  rest  of  line  16  and  all  of  lines  17  to  29,  inclusive.  That 
leaves  but  ten  lines  of  the  29  to  be  considered,  that  is  lines  7-16.  In 
those  ten  there  are  the  following  omissions: 

(B).  The  term  **  Word**  {Aoyov)  is  omitted  in  lined9,  in  the  ex- 
pression **  The  Word  of  God;**  and  the  Nicene  Creed  has  instead, 
• '  The  Son  of  God. '  *  The  order  of  the  Greek  words  diflFers;  the  Pro- 
fession of  Eusebius  having,  rov  too  deou  Aoyov^  the  Nicene  Creed  hav- 
ing, Tov  Ylov  TOO  deou, 

(C).  **  Life  out  of  Life**  is  omitted  in  line  10. 

(D).  ''First  Brought  Forth  of  every  creature,*^  as  Kusebius  of 

Caesarea,  with  his  Arian  feelings,  intended  it  to  be  understood,  is 
omitted  in  line  11. 

(E) .  *  *  The  words,  * '  Before  all  the  worlds  bom  out  of  the  Father, ' ' 
in  lines  11  and  12,  are  omitted.  Hahn  pundluates  as  I  give  this 
clause.  Newman  pundluates  so  as  to  make,  ''Before  aU  the  worlds*' 
a  clause  which  may  be  taken  with  the  clause  just  preceding,  in  which 
case  this  place  would  read,  "  First  Brought  Forth  of  every  creature, 
iefore  all  the  worlds** 

(F).   * '  And  lived  among  men ' '  is  omitted  in  line  13. 

.        The  clause, 

(G).  *  'And  went  up  TO  THE  Father,  *  *  in  line  14,  is  in  the  Nicene 
Creed,  **  And  went  up  INTO  THE  heavens.*' 
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(jj).  '^ Again''  is  omitted  in  line  15.  **/«  Glory''  given  in 
Newman's  translation,  on  page  60  of  his  St.  Athanasius'  Treatises 
Against  Arianism  is  not  in  Hahn*s  Bibliothek  dcr  Symbole^  page  186. 

(I).  In  line  16,  the  word  '^  one"  is  omitted  before  ^'Holy  Ghost'' 

ITow  as  to  why  these  omissions  and  changes  were  made. 

We  can  only  surmise  the  reasons. 

The  reason  for  omitting  the  beginning  and  the  end,  comprising 
rail  mentioned  under  **  A  *'  above,  may  well  have  been  their  personal 
charadler,  and  the  fact  that  the  person  there  professing  his  faith  was 
an  Arian.  The  language  as  referring,  to  some  extent,  to  Caesarea, 
and  as  depidling  the  experience  and  belief  of  an  Arian  leader  was  not 
fit  for  a  Universal  Creed. 

I  know  of  no  sufficient  reason  for  the  change  mentioned  in  *'B." 

The  clause  mentioned  under  **  C"  is  not  specially  needed  to  de- 
fend the  Divinity  of  the  Son  after  the  strong  clauses  for  that  tenet 
ibund  in  that  place  in  the  Nicene  Creed. 

As  to  *  *  D,  * '  the  words  *  *  First  Brought  Forth  of  every  creature ' ' 
'were  used  by  Eusebius  in  the  Arian  sense  to  which  he  held,  and 
probably  to  teach  Arianism;  and  the  Council  justly  refused  to  em- 
body them  in  the  Creed  in  that  sense. 

Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  like  the  rest  of  the  Arians,  would  go  so 

far  as  to  teach  that  the  Word  was  created  before  all  the  worlds^  and 

may  have  intended  to  have  that  place  read  as  has  been  said,  ''First 

Brought  Forth  of  every  creature  before  all  the  worlds"  though  it  is  not 

absolutely  certain,  for  he  would  take  the  words  following  ^x  roD  fJarpd^ 

yeytvvTiiUvov  in  the  sense  of  ''created  ^  the  Father,"  which,  though 

forced  and  unnatural,  was  what  the  Arians  meant  by  that  Greek 
expression. 

These  remarks  cover  D  and  E. 

As  to  **F,**  the  words,  **  And  lived  among  men  "  are  not  so  per- 
"tinent  as  others  in  the  Nicene  Creed  to  prove  the  Divinity  of  Christ. 

As  to  **  G,'*  the  reason  for  preferring  **  into  the  heavens"  to  the 
expression  "to  the  Father"  is  not  clear  to  me;  nor  is  the  omission  of 
*^  again  "  in  **  H,"  except  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  teach  the  resur- 
redlion,  for  **  rose  up  "  teaches  that  doArine  without  it. 

Nor  do  I  know  why  in  *  *  I, "  *  *  o?te ' '  should  be  omitted  before 
•'Holy  Ghost." 
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Some  of  these  variations  look  very  much  as  though  the  Bishops, 
in  drawing  up  the  Creed  of  Nicaea,  took  but  little  notice  of  Eusebius^ 
Profession. 

Prom  the  foregoing  data  I  do  not  feel  sure  that  Busebius  of  Cae- 
sarea's  Formula,  was  taken  as  the  basis  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  though 
certain  parts  of  it  are  so  much  like  the  Nicene  Creed  that  they  may 
have  influenced  its  wording. 

Section  ii.   Who  wrote  the  Symboi,  of  the  318  ofNicaea  f 

Basil  the  Great,  Archbishop  of  Caesarea  in  Cappadoda,  says 
that 

^^  The  blessed Hermogenes    *    *    *    wrote  the  great  and  irrefror 

gible  Creed  in  the  Great  Synod''  (623).     "  The  Great  Synod''  here 

meant  is  Nicaea,  that  being  a  common  title  of  it  among  the  ancients. 

**  The  Great  and  irrefragable  Creed''  is  its  Symbol. 

Hermogenes  was  Basil  the  Great's  predecessor  in  the  Archiepis- 
copal  See  of  Caesarea. 

In  another  passage  our  Basil  refers  to  Hermogenes'  connedtion 
with  the  Symbol  of  the  318.     For  he  mentions: 

^^  Hermogenes,  who  was  diametrically  hostile  to  the  evil  belief  of 
AriuSj  as  the  very  Cteed  pronounced  by  that  man  at  the  beginning  ai 
Nicaea  shows"  (624). 

(623).  Basil  the  Great,  Archbishop  of  Caesarea  in  Cappadocia,  edit  Gamne, 
Paris,  1839,  Tom.  III.,  page  249,  says  that  Hermogenes  wrote  the  Nicene  Creed, 
that  is,  not  the  Constantinopolitan,  but  that  of  the  318.  Thus  writing  to  In- 
nocent, a  Bishop  (Epist  81),  who  had  asked  St.  Basil,  of  Caesarea  to  succeed  him 
in  his  See  at  his  (Innocent's)  death,  St  Basil  declines,  but  recommends  an  ap- 
proved presbyter  instead,  in  these  words.  'Iva  ohv  /i^  elaiWu  elg  icpiaiv  fura  aov, 
aXXa  ftoTJuov  koiv<jv6v  ae  eifpu  nyf  airoXoyiag  fxov,  r^f  km  roif  Xpurrov,  ireptpXc^/ievo^  iv 
T9  ffwe6pi(f>  Toif  irpiaPvrtplov  rov  Kara  t^v  trd'kiv,  e^tXt^&foiv  rd  Tt/idtTttTov  axevoc  rdv 

iKyovbv  Tov  fioKapiov  *Epfioyivov^,  tov  t^  fuy&kqv  KOi  &plfiiKrcv  TLlffTiv  ypdipavToc  tv  r" 
fieydXy  <Tw66<f}, 

1  translate, 

**In  order,  therefore,  that  I  may  not  enter  into  judgment  with  thee,  but 
may  rather  find  thee  a  sharer  in  my  defence  before  Christ,  I  have  looked  about 
in  the  co-session  of  the  presbjrtery  in  the  city,  and  have  chosen  out  the  most 
precious  vessel,  the  descendant  of  the  blessed  Hermogenes,  who  wrote  the  great 
and  irrefragable  Faith  in  the  Great  CounciL*' 

The  allusion  here,  according  to  Gaimie's  Index  imder  Nicaea^  is  to  the 
Nicene  Faith.     That  is  clear. 

(624).  The  following  refers  to  Hermogenes,  Bishop  of  Caesarea,  in  Cappa^ 
doda.    It  is  in  Gaume's  edition  of  Basil,  Paris,  1839,  Tome  m.,  page  552.     St. 
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But  I^eontius  was  bishop  of  Caesarea  in  Cappadocia  at  that  time. 
Hermogenes  did  not  succeed  him  until  some  time  after.  He  was  in 
sub-episcopal  orders  at  that  time. 

Hermogenes  then  wrote  the  Creed  of  the  318  at  Nicaea,  but 
whether  that  means  that  he  wrote  the  first  copy  of  it  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  his  own  Bishop,  and  the  other  Orthodox  prelates,  or  whether 
it  means  only  that  he  wrote  a  copy  of  that  original,  I  know  not.  In 
SeAion  3  of  St.  Athanasius*  Letter  in  Defence  oftheNicene  Definition^ 
Ypdipai  with  the  dative  may,  be  used  possibly  in  the  sense  of  subscribe^ 
though  I  do  not  find  that  meaning  given  for  Ypd<pu»  in  the  Sixth  Edition 
of  Liddell  and  Scott's  Greek  Lexicon,  nor  in  that  of  Sophocles, 
which  makes  against  that  sense.  But  we  have  the  accusative  here, 
so  that  subscribe  may  not  be  so  fit  a  rendering  here,  nor  perhaps  per- 
missible. If  it  were,  we  might  understand  merely  that  Hermogenes 
subscribed  to  the  Nicene  Creed. 

Basil,  speaking  of  the  changeling,  Eustathius,  Bishop  of  Sebaste,  and  others, 
states  that  Eustathius  was  an  Arian,  but  professed  Orthodoxy  when  he  came  to 
Hermogenes,  of  Caesarea.    Basil  writes  of  Eustathius  and  his  companions, 

**  They  were  following  Anus  from  the  beginning;  they  changed  when  they 
were  with  Hermogenes,  who  was  diametrically  hostile  to  the  evil  belief  of  Arius, 
as  the  very  Creed  pronounced  by  that  man  at  the  beginning  at  Nicaea  shows. 
<  Afler  Hermogenes  fell  asleep,  they  [Eustathius  and  his  friends]  changed  again 
and  went  over  to  Eusebius,  a  man  who  was  the  head  of  the  Arian  ring,"  etc 
Then  Basil  goes  on  to  describe  their  changes  further.  The  article  of  Venables, 
-on  Eustathius  of  Sebaste^  in  Smith  and  V^ace*s  DiHianary  of  Christian  Biogra- 
phy^  gives  a  sorry  account  of  that  changeling's  variations.  Basil  the  Great,  as 
above,  begins  his  account  of  Eustathius  and  his  friends  as  follows: 

"  Hermogenes  was  Basil  the  Great's  predecessor  in  the  Archiepiscopal  See." 

*kptU^  KorrfKO^joWow  rb  e^  apxVQ'  furi^evro  npbq  'Epfioyevrpf,  tov  Kara  dcdfjierpov  exB^ 

fibv  bvra  r^f  'Apeiov  KaKodo^iag,  wf  6ff?joi  avrii  ij  niari^  ij  Kara  NUaiav  nap*  iiceivov  row 

avSpd^  iK^uvtf&elaa  i^  apx^.     'Exoifi^jf  *EpfJLo'yevrK,  koI  irdXiv  ixerlarrfaav  wpbg  Evoifiiov^ 

^vdpa  Kopv^dujv  Tov  Kara  'Apeiov  kvk^ov,  wf  ol  neipa&evre^  ^aiv, 

Le  Quien  gives  the  order  of  succession  in  the  Archiepiscopate  of  Caesarea, 
in  Cappadocia,  about  this  time,  thus: 
V.    Leontius. 
VI.    Eulalius. 
VIL    Hermogenes. 
VnL    Dianoeus. 
IX.    Eusebius. 

X.  Basil  the  Great.  See  his  Oriens  Christianus,  Tome  I.,  pp.  370-373. 
Caesarea  of  Cappadocia  is  marked  as  in  the  patriarchate  of  Constantinople.  Bnt 
the  patriarchal  power  of  Constantinople  did  not  exist  over  Cappadocia  at  the 
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Basil  elsewhere  calls  him  *'  The  most  Messed  Bishop  HermegeHes 
of  Caesarea,  * '  and  in  the  context  shows  that  Hermogenes  was  a  main- 
tainer  of  that  Nicene  faith  or  Creed  which  he  had  written,  so  that 
when  the  Arian  changeling,  Kustathins  of  Sebasteia,  went  to  hiih, 
''he  judged  him  for  his  unbeliefs  and  it  was  not  till  Btistalfaius 
''gave''  Hermogenes  "a  confession  of  sound  faith  "  that  he  gave  him 
ordination  (625).  And  during  Hermogenes'  life  time  Eustathius 
seems  to  have  held  to  the  faith,  but  fell  away  after  his  death  (626). 

I  would  add  that  the  See  of  Caesarea,  in  Cappadoda,  was,  prob- 
ably, founded  by  an  Apostle,  and  was  adorned  by  two  great  Bishops^ 
St.  Pirmilian,  and  St.  Basil  the  Great,  the  latter  one  of  the  greatest 
do<5tors  of  the  Eastern  Church.  Pirmilian  was  one  of  the  most  emi- 
nent prelates  of  the  third  century,  and  was  on  the  side  of  Cyprian  of 

date  of  Nicaea,  nor  by  Canon  in  the  days  of  Hermogenes  or  Basil  thef  Great  Of 
Hermogenes,  the  successor  of  Eulalius,  Le  Q^ien,  Oriens  Christianus,  Tome  L, 
p.  371,  thus  writes:  "Eulalium  ezcepit  Hermogenes,  quem  Basilius  epistola  70 
beatissimum  Caesareae  episcoputn  vocat,  r^  ftoKafnuT&Tu  hrtaKdw^'Ep/wyhfti  K<uoa- 
peiag,  Hunc  epistola  rursum  84  hostem  e  diametro  ezstitisse  ait  pervexsae 
sententiae  Arii,  rbv  koto.  diA/jurpov  kyfipbv  t^  *Apelov  Ktucodo^iac, 

Huic  Eustathius  ille  Sebastenus,  de  quo  mox  dicebam,  cum  snis,  Nicaenae- 
fidei  professionem  primum  obtulit,  statim  vero  ab  ejusdem  Hermogenis  obita 
Eusebio  se  Constantinopolitano,  olim  Nicomediensi  dedidit  Ad  Dominum 
igitur  Hermogenes  migravit  ante  annum  341  quo  Eusebins  ille  Arianorum  prin- 
ceps  interiit:  imo  certe  ante  hunc  annum  341  quo  Hermogenis  succeasor 
Dianoeus  Antiocheno  Eusebiana  factione  celebri  Concilio  interfuit,  Athanasium 
proscripsit  et  Gregorium  Cappadocem  Alexandrinae  ecclesiae  episcopum  cum 
Eusebianis  designavit: 

Gelasius,  of  Cyzicus,  represents,  in  his  second  book,  Leontins,  of  Caesarea, 
passim,  as  taking  part  in  the  Council  of  Nicaea.  The  name  of  Leontius  is  among 
the  subscriptions  to  the  Synod  of  Nicaea. 

(625).  Basil  the  Great,  Archbishop  of  Caesarea,  in  Cappadoda,  (same  edit, 
of  Gaume,  t  iii.,  p.  588,  £pist,  263).  The  following  is  the  whole  passage  on  the 
same  page  in  Gaimie,  Tome  III. :  'Eari  roiwv  elf  rCnv  noTJJiv  ^fuv  KaraaKtvai^ivruv 
7Amnv^  Evard^iof  6  €k  rij^  lepcurreixig  nyf  Kara  ryp  fUKpav  *Apfievlav  df  iraXai  /m&^ev&etf 
Ty)  *Apel<f>,  Kal  fire  ^Kfia^ev  M  nyf  *AAcf avd/>e/af,  raf  novapaq  Kard.  tov  Movoyevov^  awn-tOeif 
pTiaai^filagf  aKoh)v9cjv  ciceiv^,  koI  toi^  yvifaiurdroig  avrov  tuv  fta^ijrCfv  evapiO/tovfuvoQ  iwetJi^ 
knav^Wev  eig  ryv  eavrov,  t^  fiaKapiurdrif)  kiriaKdwu  *Epfioyhei  ry)  Kataapeiof,  Kphovri 
avrbv  tTri  ry  KOKodo^ia^  dfioTuoyiav  IScjKe  iriarectc  irytov^,  Kal  ovru  n^  x'^P**^^"^^  ^  avrvb 
6eK&fi€vo^j  [^Se^dfievo^}'}  k,  r.  X. 

(626).  See  the  facts  and  references  noted  in  Venable's  article,  "  £usta» 
thius  0/  Sebaste,^^  right  hand  column,  page  384  of  Volume  IL  of  Smith  and 
Wace*s  Dictionary  0/ Christian  Biogra^hsif* 
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Carthage,  in  the  latter' s  dispute  with  Rome  as  to  the  validity  of  he- 
retical baptism*  He  deemed  it  invalid.  It  is  claimed  that  its  first 
Bishop  was  St.  Primianus,  better  known  by  the  name  of  I/>ngintis, 
the  soldier  who  pierced  the  Saviour's  side  with  a  spear. 

Le  Quien,  in  his  Oriens  ChrisHanus,  Tome  I.,  pages  353-355, 
gives  his  opinion  as  follows:  (I  translate  his  I^atin), 

''And  so,  inasmuch  as  Caesarea  was  a  very  large  and  a  very 
rich  dty,  there  was,  therefore,  in  it,  from  the  first,  a  very  numerous 
Church,  which  was  founded  by  Peter  the  first  of  the  Apostles.  Indeed, 
we  are  allowed  to  gather  that  fact  from  his  First  Epistle;  for  he  ad- 
dressed it  to  the  elect  sojourners  of  the  Dispersion  in  PontuSy  Galatia^ 
CappcLdocia^  etc.  For  surely  Jerome  and  others,  as  well  as  the  Acts 
of  St.  Basil,  Bishop  of  Amasea  in  Pontus,  which  John  BoUand  has 
published  under  the  twenty-sixth  day  of  April,  [all]  testify  that  all 
those  regions,  as  far  as  to  the  Black  Sea,  were  traversed  by  him 
[Peter]  to  propagate  the  Gospel  in  them.  In  those  Adls  [just  men- 
tioned] it  is  also  asserted  that  Peter  set  out  from  Antioch  and  preached 
Christ  at  Amasea,  and  there  appointed  Nicetius  Bishop;  and  then, 
with  his  brother  Andrew,  he  labored  for  some  time  at  Sinope  in 
Helenopontus.  But  it  is  not  at  all  likely  that  in  his  preaching  in 
those  regions  of  Pontus  he  failed  to  do  so  in  the  central  provinces  [of 
it],  and  especially  in  the  dty  of  Caesarea.  And  certainly  he  was 
wont  to  teach  Christ's-Faith  at  that  time  to  the  Jews  espedally,  who 
were  scattered  here  and  there  in  those  parts,  but  he  did  not  at  all 
pass  by  the  Gentiles,  to  whom  all  the  Apostles  were  sent  as  well. 
Wherefore,  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  first  Bishop  of  Caesarea  was  ap- 
pointed by  him,  whom  we  will  show  in  its  own  place  hereafter,  ta 
have  been  the  very  centurion  of  that  cohort  which  led  the  Lord  to* 
his  suffering,  and  fastened  him  to  the  cross. 

**  However,  John  Chrysostom,  in  his  Homily  XX,  on  the  Epistle  to 
the  Romans^  asserts  that  Paul,  the  Apostle  to  the  Gentiles,  had  his 
own  parts  also  in  the  Pontic  regions,  as  he  had  in  converting  those  of 
Asia  to  the  Faith.  Aye,  Theodoret,  who  habitually  quotes  him 
[Chrysostom],  says,  on  the  same  Epistle: 

**  'And  he  \^^mX\  filled  with  the  doElrine  [of  Christianity],  both  the 
Eastern  and  the  Pontic  parts ^  and  in  addition  to  them  the  parts  of  Asia 
and  Thrace,^    So  far  as  pertains  to  the  dty  of  Caesarea,  Luke,  the 
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Evangelist,  is  a  reliable  witness  to  prove  that  he  [Paul]  left  Ephesus 
and  went  to  it,  where  there  was  then  a  flourishing  Christian  Church. 
For  he  sent  out  from  Ephesus  and  went  down  to  Caesarea^  and  went  up 
and  saluted  the  Churchy  and  went  doum  to  Antioch. 

''Moreover,  Basil  the  Great,  who  was  himself  the  Archbishop  of 
Caesarea,  in  his  291st  Epistle,  which  is  addressed  '  to  the  Bishops  of 
the  Pontic  Diocese'  called  them  to  a  Council  in  his  city  to  celebrate 
the  anniversary  day  of  Saints  Eupsychius,  Damas  and  other  martyrs; 
and  said  that  they  were  summoned  by  his  Chtm^h  through  his  own 
voice,  because  they  were  its  proper  ornament  and  honors  *  The 
Church  reminds  you,  its  own  ornament^  and  invites  you  by  our  voice.' 
That  language  is  surely  a  sufficient  proof  that  the  chimies  of  Pontus 
were  dependent  on  Caesarea  as  their  first  see  and  their  head.*' 

The  Caesarea,  in  the  quotation  bom  Adte  XVIII.,  22,  above,  is 
generally  thought  to  mean  not  Caesarea  in  Cappadoda,  but  Caesarea 
in  Palestine.  But,  however  that  may  be,  as  it  seems  certain  that 
Caesarea  in  Cappadocia  was  founded  by  an  Apostle,  either  Peter  or 
Paul,  probably  by  Peter;  if  Hermogenes,  who  wrote  the  Nicene 
Creed,  quoted  any  part  of  its  local  creed  in  it  we  may  well  deem  its 
dodlrine  to  have  come  down  from  the  Apostles  there,  as  it  certainly 
has  elsewhere. 

But, 
Section  12.    We  come  to  show  the  Scripturalness  of  the  Creed  of  Nicaea. 

All  the  sense  of  it,  and  nearly  every  word  of  it  is  taken  from 
Holy  Scripture;  so  that  it  is  entirely  Scriptural;  and  so  difiRers  ver>- 
much  from  many  later  Professions,  Confessions,  and  heretical  Creeds. 
And  it  is  passing  strange  that  the  heretics  who  are  so  zealous  for  their 
errors  which  are  neither  in  the  sense  nor  the  words  of  Scripture  do  not 
see  that.  They  are  constantly  faulting  the  two  Ecumenical  Creeds 
or  unscripturalness  when  they  will  not  take  the  pains  to  examine 
how  Scriptural  they  are,  nor  how  Anti-Scriptural  their  own  erring 
assertions  are.  In  another  volume  on  Nicaea  we  show  how  thor- 
oughly the  words  and  the  sense  of  the  Nicene  Creed  agree  with  those 
of  God's  Word,  from  which  the  Father's  of  the  Council  took  them. 
There  is  no  room  in  this  volume. 


Nictua,  A.  D,  32S :    Its  Creed.  401 


Sbction  13.  On  the  inconsistent  and  hypocritical  course  of  the  Arian 
party  in  signing  and  afterwards  rejeHing  those  terms  of  the  Nicene 
Creed  which  teach  the  Consubstantialify  of  the  Son  with  the  Fatherl- 
and in  pleading  that  they  reje^ed  them  because  they  are  not  in 
Scripture,  while  they  used  terms  which  are  not  in  Scriptme  to 
express  their  heresy.  ^ 

On  this  matter  I  have  spoken  above  in  note  521,  on  page  345, 
on  the  blasphemous  Epistle  of  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia.  Asking  my 
kindly  reader  to  turn  to  that  first,  I  will  add  what  here  follows: 

Though  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  had  assented  with  his  lips  to  the 
test  terms  of  the  Nicene  Creed  with  the  design  of  explaining  them 
away  at  the  first  favorable  opportunity,  as  he  did  in  his  Letter  to  his 
flock;  and  though,  for  a  season,  some  other  Arians  .admitted  them  in 
words  and  explained  away  their  sense,  St.  Athanasius  shows  that 
other  Arians  afterwards  grew  weary  of  such  hypocrisy,  and  on  the 
insincere  plea  that  th^  are  not  in  Scripture,  wholly  rejedted  them. 
In  reply  to  these  last  he  shows  how  they  differed  fi'om  the  course  of 
Cusebius  of  Caesarea,  on  that  matter,  while  at  the  same  time  they 
professed  to  respect  him;  and  how,  moreover,  they  used  expressions 
not  in  Scripture  to  set  forth  their  heresies,  and  that,  therefore,  their 
plea  for  Scripture  terms  was  inconsistent,  and  a  mere  excuse  to  avoid 
confessing  the  truth.  For  Athanasius,  in  Se<5lion  37  of  his  work  on 
the  Council  of  Ariminum  and  on  that  ofSeleucia,  witnesses  that  some 
of  the  Arians  had  ''accepted,  many  times,  the  term  *  substance'  as 
good,  especially  on  the  ground  of  the  letter  of  Eusebius  *  *  of  Caesarea^ 
to  his  flock,  though  afterwards  the  Arians  blamed  ''those  before 
themselves  for  using  such  terms,"  on  the  ground  that  they  are  not  in 
Scripture,  whereas,  as  Athanasius  shows  just  before  that,  those  later 
Arians  were  constantly  using  expressions  on  Christ  which  are  not  in 
Scripture,  and  so  they  used  terms  not  in  Holy  Writ  on  the  Father, 
and  on  the  Trinity.  For  instance,  they  said  of  the  Father  that  He  is 
"  ungenerafed  *'  which,  though  true,  is  not  in  Scripture.  They  said 
that  the  Logos  is  not  of  the  Father's  "  substance''  (od<ria^\  which  is 
neither  true,  nor  in  Scripture.  They  said  ** there  are  thret  subsistences 
(rptJ?  sitrtv  Onotrrdtrtt^i),  which  expression  is  not  in  Scripture,  nor  is 
their  sense  of  it  there,  that  is  that,  "  There  are  Tkree  unlike  sub- 
stances y     Nor  are  an}   of  the  Arian  expressions^  which  are  con«« 
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demned  in  the  Anathema  at  the  end  of  the  Nicene  deed,  in  Scriptuie 
either  in  words  or  in  sense.    I  mean  the  expressions^ 

I*  "  TTure  was  once  when  the  Son  of  God  was  not/* 

2.  ^^  He  was  not  before  He  was  bom;'^ 

3.  ^^ He  was  made  out  of  turn-existing  things**  [that  is  oat  of 

nothing]; 

4.  ^*He  is  of  another  subsistence  or  substance**  [than  the  Father]; 

5.  **  He  is  a  creature;** 

6.  '' He  is  mutable;** 

7.  *' He  is  alterable.** 

The  fact  is  that  the  appeal  for  the  use  of  Scfipture  terms  alone^ 
in  the  mouths  of  the  Arians,  was  the  veriest  inconsistency,  as  it 
always  is  in  the  mouths  of  all  other  Anti-Trinitarian  heretics  now, 
for  they  constantly  use  terms  not  in  Scripture  to  state  their  heresies 
and  their  differences  from  the  Orthodox;  and  the  very  necessities  of 
their  heretical  position  compel  them  so  to  do.  This  is  true  of  all 
heretics,  both  of  those  who  worship  creatures  and  idolatrize  by  in- 
voking the  Virgin  Mary,  Saints,  and  angels,  or  who  bow  to  or  kiss 
images,  painted  or  graven,  or  relics,  or  worship  the  Bocharbt  before 
its  consecration  or  after  its  consecration;  and  of  those  who,  on  the 
other  hand,  infidelize  by  denying  the  Trinity,  the  Divinity  of  the 
Logos,  the  dodfaine  of  the  Atonement  by  Christ's  saving  Mood,  the 
dodlrine  of  one  baptism  for  the  remission  of  sins,  the  due  attthority 
of  the  One,  Holy,  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church,  and  of  its  Christ- 
commissioned  ministry,  and  of  everlasting  punishment,  and  other 
Scripture  truths. 

Therefore,  St.  Athanasius  ably  retorts  upon  them  their  use  of 
non-Scriptural,  aye  Anti-Scriptural  terms  to  set  forth  their  heresies^ 
and  then  adds  of  the  Arian  leaders,  Acadus  and  others,  as  follows: 

''And when  Acadus  and  Kudoxius  and  Patrophilus  say  such 
things  [that  is  pretend  to  use  scriptiure  terms  alone],  why  are  they  not 
worthy  of  all  condemnation  ?  For,  whereas,  they  themselves  use  in 
their  writings  tetms  not  in  Scripture,  and  have  often  admitted  as  good 
the  expression  *  of  the  substance*  (r?;?  udtria^X  and  [that]  espedally 
because  of  the  BpisUe  of  Kusebius,  they  now  £Eiult  those  before  them- 
selves for  using  such  expressions.  And,  moreover,  while  they  them- 
^Ives  have  said  that  *'  The  Son  is  Godoutof  God  (Ocov  U  Beou)  and 
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*  Living  Word/  and  *  unvarying  Image  of  the  substance  (r^t  obclasi)  of 
the  Father;  they  now  fault  those  who  said  at  Nicaea  [the  Son  has 
come], 

**  *  Out  of  the  substance'  Qx  1^9  odtriasi)  [of  the  Father]; 

*  *  And,  */fe  who  was  brought  forth  is  of  the  same  substance  (6/ioou(rtov) 
as  He  who  brought  Him  forth,'  But  what  wonder  is  it  if  they  fight 
against  those  before  themselves,  and  against  their  own  Fathers,  when 
they  themselves  oppose  each  other  and  conflict  with  each  other's  ex- 
pressions? "  The  Greek  is  on  pages  287,  288  of  Bright's  St.  Athan- 
asius'  Historical  Writings, 

No  consistent  Arian  could  sign  the  Nicene  Creed  as  Busebius  of 
Caesarea  had  done;  and  he  did  so  only  to  save  his  position  and  honors. 

Yet  there  were  Semi-Arians,  who,  as  Athanasius  shows  in  Sec- 
tion 41,  of  his  work  on  the  Council  of  Ariminum  in  Italy  and  that  of 
Seleucia  in  Isauria,  objedted  to  the  expression  *^  of  the  same  substance^ '  * 
but  nevertheless  held  to  the  dodlrine  embodied  in  it.  Athanasius 
mentions  Basil  of  Ancyra  as  one  of  that  kind.  See  there  on  page  138 
of  the  Oxford  translation. 
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NIC^A,  A  D.  325: 


THE  FIRST  ECUMENICAL   COUNCIL. 


Its  Genuine  Remains. 


CHAPTER  VII.I. 

/ 

ITS  CANONS. 


Only  four  of  the  Six  KcumcmlGal  Councils  haV6  ifiAde  any  Can- 
ons,   They  are : 

I.  NicAKA,  A.  D.  325,  which  ttteule  20  Canons. 

II.  I.  CoNSTANTiNOPi^E,  A.  D.  jfti,  wliidi  made  7  Canons. 

III.  Ephbsus,  a.  D.  431,  which  made  8  Candns;  and 

IV.  Chai^cedon,  a.  D.  451,  which  made  30  danons. 

Neither  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Council  nor  the  Sixth  made  any 
Canons. 

The  Canons  of  the  first  four  Ecumenical  S3mods  are  vastly  im- 
portant, for  they  contain  precious  and  necessary  Doctrine  and  Rite; 
and  nearly  all  of  Ecumenical  Discipline  is  enshrined'  i^  them.  That 
Discipline  guards  and  enforces  the  saving  DoArines^  of  the  whole 
Church,  and  without  it,  they  can  not  be  maintained  aB*  they  should 
be;  nor  can  there  be  any  settled  and  sure  Ecumenical  \s:Vf  ^sxSl  order. 
If  the  Ecumenical  Canons  are  trampled  under  foot,  more' or  less  an- 
archy comes  in  as  the  result,  and  different  local  choxtdies,  in  their 
sense  of  the  need  of  order,  have  substituted  mere  local  and  oontra- 
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didloiy  laws  for  them,  which  lack  Ecumenical  Authority,  and  lead  to 
endless  bickeringis,  and  sometimes  to  schisms  and  heresies.  All  ex- 
perience shows  that.  But  we  show  that  more  ftilly  in  a  special  Essay 
On  the  Aulhority  of  the  Canons  of  the  First  Four  Ecumenicai  Counciis 
in  another  volume.  In  another  v<dume  on  Nieaea  we  purpose,  if  God 
will,  to  annotate  its  Canons  more  at  length.  The  size  of  this  volume 
and  the  amount  of  oar  notes,  forbid  it  to  be  done  here. 

The  Greek  of  the  Nicene  Canons  here  given  is  from  Tome  II.  of 
Ralle  and  Fotle's  Syntagma,  Athens,  A.  D.  1852. 

The  English  translation  mainly  accords  with  that,  thongh  we 
have  compared  Bruns'  and  Lambert's  Greek  texts.  Bruns'  Canones 
were  published  at  Berlin,  A.  D.  1839,  and  Lambert's  Codex  Canonum 
Ecclesiae  Universae  in  London;  I  judge  from  his  Prelace,  in  1868. 
The  date  is  not  on  his  title  page.  I  will  speak  of  different  readings, 
of  any  importance,  wbea  in  another  volume  I  come  to  annotate  these 
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CJLISrONB. 

OF   THE    HOLY    FIRST   ECUMENICAL   SYNOD,    WHICH 

WAS    HELD  AT  NICAEA    IN   BITHYNIA,  IN 

THE  YEAR  OF  OUR  LORD,  325. 


CANON  I. 

PERSONS  CASTRATED  OP    THEIR  OWN  FREE  WHX  NOT  TO 

BE  CI^ERICS. 

Et  r£9  iv  v6<T{fi  onb  iarpwv  ^X^tpoupyij^T^^  ^  U7:d  ^apSdptov  ISsTfiijd^^  ooto^ 
fgsvirw  iv  Tip  zXijp^,  El  di  Ttf  Gyiaivwv  iaordv  i^irefU^  toutov  xat  iv  r^  ^9/"? 
liSeraZofievoVj  nenautr^at  itpo^xer  xai  ix  too  deopo^  /n^diva  ratv  Totouratv  XP^t^*^ 
npodireiTi^at,  ^Qtmtp  dk  touto  itpddjjXoVy  8ri  nep\  twv  iirtTJideuoyTOfv  rd  npoYfia^ 
xai  roXfxtovTwv  iaurohf  ixrifivetv  sfpi^Tar  ouroff,  ei  rtve^  Ond  ^apSdipotv^  ^  dtc- 
izorwM  sdvouxtiT^ijffavj  eupttrxotvTo  de  &XXwf  d^toij  rod^  rotouroo^  e<9  xk^pov 
npoaierat  6  xavm. 


CANON  II. 

NEWI^Y  BAPTIZED  PERSONS  NOT  TO  BE  ORDAINED. 

^Enetdij  noXXd,  iJTot  67:6  <Jj/d/'xiy9,  ^  &XXw9  inetyo/iivwv  tcDv  dv/^pwnw)^,  ej^i- 
vrro  napd  rov  xavova  rdv  ixxXyiaiaanxov^  wires  dv^pfuirou^  dnd  i&vtxou  6100  Spn 
itpotTsXffovra^  t§  nitrret^  xai  iv  oXiyip  //owv^  xany/iyd^vra?,  sbdh^  i'Ki  r6  nvtopa* 
rtxov  XouTpdv  &yetVy  xa\  Sfia  rip  Panrta^ijvat  npodyttv  sl^  imtrxoinjVy  ij  «^9  •Kps^So- 
riptoVy  xaXm^  edo^ev  e/ecv,  too  Xotnou  /n^dev  TotouTo  yivsffd^ar  xa\  yap  xaX  xp^^oo 
del  Tip  xaTTjxoofiivipy  xa\  fierd  rd  fidizTttTfxaj  doxtfiairia^  izXsiovof,  Za^i^  ydp  t3 
dTzotrroXtxiiv  ypdixfia^  r6  Xiyov  Mil  vedi/'UTov,  tva  /lij  ro^(o^)f  sl^  xptfia  ifini^^ 
Koi  itayida  too  dia66Xoo,      Ei  de,  Kpo'idvTo^  too  XP^^^^t  ^^X^^^^  ^'   dfidpTJifui 
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CJLHOIMB 

OP   THB   HOI,Y   FIRST   ECUMENICAI,   SYNOD,  WHICH 

WAS  HELD  AT  NICAEA   IN  BITHYNIA,  IN 

THE  YEAR  OP  OUR  I/DRD,  325. 


♦-^ 


CANON   I. 

PERSONS  CASTRATBD  OF  THEIR  OWN  FREE  WILX,  NOT  TO 

BE  CLERICS. 

If  any  one  has  had  an  operation  performed  upon  him  in  ndaiess 
by  physicians,  or  has  been  castrated  by  barbarians^  let  him  remain  in 
the  clericate.  But  if  any  one  in  health  has  castrated  himself,  it  is 
becoming  that  when  dete<5ted,  even  though  he  be  in  the  clericate,  that 
he  cease  [from  ministering];  and  from  this  time  forth  no  such  person 
may  be  promoted:  But  as  it  is  manifest  beforehand  that  this  is  said 
of  those  who  contrive  that  thing  on  purpose,  and  who  dare  to  castrate 
themselves,  so  [on  the  other  hand],  if  any  have  been  made  ennttchs 
by  barbarians,  or  by  [their]  masters,  and  are  found  otherwise  worthy; 
the  rule  (627)  admits  such  among  the  clergy. 


CANON  II. 

NEWI«Y  BAPTIZED  PERSONS  NOT  TO  BE  ORDAINED. 

Forasmuch  as,  either  from  necessity,  or  otherwise  by  the  pressure 
brought  to  bear  by  [different]  men,  many  things  have  been  done  con- 
trary to  the  ecclesiastical  rule,  so  that  men  who  have  just  come  from 
a  heathen  life  to  the  faith,  and  have  been  catechized  (628)  for  a 
little  time,  have  been  straightway  led  to  the  spiritual  bath,  and  at 
the  same  time  that  they  were  baptized  (629)  were  promoted  to  the 
episcopate  or  to  the  presbyterate;  it  has  seemed  good  that  hereafter 
no  sudi  thing  take  place;  for  the  catechumen  needs  time  (630),  and 

(627).  Or  ^^  the  canon f'^  6  «avwv. 

(628).  Th&t  is  **instruaed.*' 

(629).  LiteraUy,  "dipped." 

(630).  That  is,  to  be  fully  instruded  in  the  Christian  Faith. 
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6  rtf%9\jfT0^  TOO  xXijpoo,      ^0  dk  Ttapd  raura  notwv^  a^  tntvavria  rg  fi£jrd^  tfw- 


CANON  III. 

NO  CLERIC  TO  HAVE  A  SYNISACT  WOMAN — BXCBPTIONS. 
^ Aiaiydptvire  xa^dXoo  i}  fi^dXij  <rbvodo^^  fvJTB  imaxdn^j  A^^^  npe^urip^^ 
jjLijT€  dtaxdv^,  fi'jJTi  8Xut9  rty\  rc5w  h  xXijpip^  i^ttvat  ewt(<raxro)f  ^X^^*  ^^^  '^ 
/lij  ipa  fo^ripa^  ^  dSeXfi^v^  ^  Oeiavy  ^  3,  fi&iHi  np6<rwna  noffav  One^loM  dtaxif' 


CANON  IV. 


RULE   AS   TO    THE    APPOINTMENT    AND    ORDINATION  ^P  BISHOPS; 

POWER  OP  THE  METROPOLITAN. 
^Eniinonov  npotnjxtt  fidXttna  pAv  Onb  ndvrwv  rd»w  iv  rj^  hrmpj^tqL  xa^taroff- 
i^av  el  dk  doir^tph^  tfyj  rd  rotoorOy  ij  dtd  xarenti^ootrav  dydpajVy  ^  dtd  palxof 
69ou^  i$  SnavTO^  rptt^  iiti  rd  abrd  <ruvayofiivou^j  irujjLipij^u  ftvofUvwy  Mat 
r»y  dn6)fTwv^  xai  ffuyrtOepLivtov  dtd  ypapLpLdrmv^  t6t€  n^w  ^eipoTov(aif  iroecltftto* 
rd  dk  xvpo^  Twu  ytvoiiivotv  didoc^i  xa6^  ixdcn^)^  inap]^(aif  r^  fiairponoXfrjjm 
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after  the  baptism  (631)  there  is  need  of  more  probation,  for  the  apos- 
tolic written  statement  is  clear,  which  says,  *'Noi  one  newly  planted 
(632),  lest  being  lifted  up  with  pride  he  fall  into  condemnation^  and 
a  snare  of  the  devU^^  (633).  But  if,  as  time  goes  on,  some  soulish 
(634)  sin  be  fotmd  about  the  person,  and  if  it  be  proved  by  two  or 
three  witnesses,  let  such  a  one  cease  from  the  Clericate.  But  he  who 
acSls  contrary  to  these  things  (635)  will  himself  hazard  his  own  posi- 
tion in  the  Clericate  as  adting  audaciously  in  opposition  to  the  Great 
Symod. 

CANON  III. 

NO  CLRRIC  TO  HAVE  A  SYNISACT  WOMAN — KXCBPTIONS. 

The  Great  Synod  has  wholly  forbidden  that  it  should  be  allowed 
either  to  Bishop,  or  to  Presbyter,  or  to  Deacon,  or  to  any  one  at  all  of 
those  who  are  in  the  Clericate  to  have  a  co-in-led  woman  except  a 
mother,  or  a  sister,  or  an  aunt,  or  such  persons  alone  as  have  escaped 
all  suspicion.  ^ 

CANON  IV. 

RULE  AS  TO    THE    APPOINTMENT    AND    ORDINATION  OP  BISHOPS; 

POWER  OF  THE  METROPOLITAN. 

It  is  especially  fitting  that  a  Bishop  be  appointed  by  all  the 
Bishops  who  are  in  the  Province.  But  if  such  a  thing  be  difficult, . 
owing  either  to  urgent  necessity,  or  to  the  length  of  the  way,  it  is 
becoming  that  at  least  three  be  gathered  to  the  same  place,  the  absent 
Bishops  also  giving  their  votes  and  expressing  their  agreement  by 
letters ;  then  the  ordination  is  to  be  performed.  But  the  ratifying  of 
the  things  done  in  each  Province  is  to  be  given  to  the  Metropolitan. 

(631).    Literally,  ''after the  dip/nng, " 

(633).  The  Greek,  ved^ov,  of  I.  Tim.,  III.,  6,  has  this  meaning.  Compare 
also,  Rom.  VI.,  5,  and  Titns  III.,  5.  The  primitive  immersion  has  a  symbol  of 
planting,  Rom.  VI.,  5;  and  of  a  new  birth  out  of  the  womb  of  the  water,  Titua 
IIL,  5.  The  reference  is  to  that  mode  here.  The  common  mode  of  baptism  in  A. 
D.  325,  and  indeed  for  the  first  1200  years  of  the  Christian  era  was  by  trine  im- 
mersion in  all  Churches,  as  it  is  in  the  Greek  Church  till  this  hour,  and  as  it 
was  in  the  Church  of  England  till  the  last  half  of  the  sixteenth  century. 

(633).    L  Tim.,  m.,  6. 

(634).    That  is,  some  sin  of  the  fallen  human  soul,  that  is,  some  0nimat^ 
sin. 

(635),    That  is,  the  enactments  of  the  above  canon. 
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CANON  V. 

RIGHT  AND    POWBR  OP   BACH    BISHOP  TO  DISCIPLINE    HIS  CLERGY 
AND  LAITY — THEIR  RIGHT  TO  APPEAL  TO  THE  SYNOD  OP 
THEIR    PROVINCE  PROM    THEIR    OWN  BliSHOP'S 
DECISION — IT    MUST    MEET    TWICE    A 
A  YEAR  TO  RECEIVE  SUCH  AP- 
PEALS AND  TO  DEOIDE 
SUCH  CASES. 

Ktpi  Twv  dxotvwvjJTwv  ^evofiivwv^  tire  rc5y  ^v  xXrjp^^  efrc  twv  iv  Xaixf 
rdyfiarty  dnh  rcDv  xa^  ixdffTTjy  inap^iav  iirtaxdnutv^  xparftrw  i^  pftafitj^  xard  rdy 
xav6va  rov  dtayoptoovra^  rob^  b^p  iriptav  dnoSh^Mvra^  bif  iripatv  fiij  TtpoirUe- 
Oat,  ^E^traZitr^ot  ^^,  fiij  /iixpoif>ux(cty  ^  ^tXovetxta,  ^  rtvt  rotaurji  dfjSif  roD 
im<rx6noOf  dno^uvd^tu^ot  ^e^ivjjvrat.  ^'Iva  oZv  rooro  nyv  icpinooira^  iSiraaa 
XafiCdvotj  xaXw^  i^etv  idoSev^  kxdtrroo  ivtaurou^  xa6^  ixdim^v  Ixap^icaf  ^9  too 
€Tou9  <rov6dou9  YivttrOat'  Fva  xoevg  Ttdvratv  twv  im<n6nwv  r^^  hrap^tag  M  to 
aurd  {Tovayofjiiviov^  rd  rotaura  CfjrrlfiaTa  iSerdZi^Tat^  xai  outw^  o(  6/ioXojroofiiyw^ 
•npoffxtxpooxdr^^  rip  iizttrxoizut^  xard  X6yov  dxotvwvjjrot  izapd  naatv  tlvat  do^m^i^ 
piixptf  &y  T^  xotvip  rwv  kiztaxdizfuv  ^^^u  rr^v  fptXav^ptunoripasf  Oirip  atrrwv  ix- 
OiirSat  (p7J<po)f,  Ai  dk  <Tuuodot  yiviird-iatrav^  fiia  fikv  rtpd  r$f  Te<r<rap€utoirr^^^  ha 
TtdffT}^  /icxpoifiu^iaf  dvatpoufiivTj^^  rd  ddtpov  xa^apdv  itpoifipipiirat  r^  Ot^*  deo 
ripa  dk^  nepl  rdv  too  fUToirwpoo  xatpdv. 


CANON  VI. 

THE    PRIVILEGES  AND  RIGHTS  OP  METROPOLITANS  AND  OP  PROV- 
INCES. 

Td  dp^ata  iOrj  xpantroj  rd  iv  Alyomtp^  xolI  AiSoj^  xaX  UtwandXtij  Sort 
rdv  h  ^AXeSaudpeta  initrxoTtov  ndvrwv  rourtav  f/£(v  t^v  i^ooitlav  jttcc^  xai  rf» 
h  ^Pdfi^  imtrxdntp  touto  auvij^i^  itntv,  ^Ofiolto^  dk  xai  xard  njy  *AyTt6j^€tav, 
xa\  i¥  Ta\g  &XXax^  isapj^tat^^  rd  izptaStla  amZtir^t  ral^  kxxkr^clat^,     Ka^jiou 


Nicaea^  A.  D.  323 :    lis  Canons.  411 

CANON  V. 

RIGHT  AND  POWER  OP  EACH  BISHOP  TO    DISCIPUNE    HIS  CI«ERGY 

AND  I^AITY — THEIR  RIGHT  TO  APPEAL  TO  THE  SYNOD  OF 

THEIR  PROVINCE   PROM   THEIR    OWN    BISHOP'S 

DECISION — IT    MUST    MEET    TWICE    A 

YEAR  TO  RECEIVE    SUCH   AP- 

PEAI«S  AND  TO  DECIDE 

SUCH  CASES. 

In  regard  to  those  who  hafre  become  excommunicate,  whether 
they  be  in  the  Clericate  or  of  lay  rank,  by  the  Bishops  in  each  prov- 
ince, let  the  judgment  prevail  in  accordance  with  the  rule,  which 
declares  that  those  who  have  been  cast  off  by  some  be  not  admitted 
by  others.  But  let  inquiry  be  made,  whether  they  have  not  become 
unchurched,  through  [some]  littleness  of  soul  or  contentiousness,  or 
some  such  unpleasantness  on  the  part  of  the  Bishop.  In  order  there- 
fore  that  this  thing  may  receive  due  examination,  it  seemed  good 
that  there  should  be  two  Synods  each  year  in  each  province,  so  that, 
by  the  common  consent  of  all  the  Bishops  of  the  Province,  being 
gathered  in  the  same  place  in  common  assembly,  such  questions  may 
be  examined  into,  and  so  those  who  have  confessedly  offended  against 
the  Bishop  may  appear  with  reason  to  be  excommunicate  with  all, 
until  it  may  seem  good  to  the  common  body  of  the  Bishops  to  give  a 
milder  vote  on  their  behalf.  And  let  the  Synods  take  place,  one  be- 
fore Tessaracost  (636),  in  order  that  all  littleness  of  soul  being 
removed,  the  gift  may  be  offered  pure  to  God;  and  let  the  second 
be  about  the  time  of  the  end  of  autumn. 


CANON  VI. 


THE  PRIVILEGES  AND  RIGHTS  OP   METROPOLITANS  AND  OF  PROV- 
INCES. 

Let  the  ancient  customs  prevail  which  are  in  Bg3l>t,  and  in  Libya, 
and  in  Pentapolis,  so  that  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria  shall  have  the 
authority  over  all  those  places,  since  also  that  thing  is  customary  to 
the  Bishop  in  Rome.     And  likewise  in  Antioch,  and  in  the  other 

(636).    That  is  Lent,  which,  however,  was  then  not  so  long  as  now.    See 
Bingham's  Aniiquiiies,  Book  XXI.,  Chapter  L 
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Off  TzpodrjXov  ixeJvo*  Srt^  ef  t«9  /tt»/o^9  /vf^fiyi?  too  fn^rponoXtroo  yiyotro  hci^xfim^^ 
Tov  TocouTov  ^  fitydh^  <ruvodo^  wpt^e  fiij  dttv  tlvat  MiTxonov,  ^Edy  fUvrot  ij} 
xocvg  ndvrwv  ipij<p*p^  edXdytp  ovffiQ^  xai  xard  xavdva  ixxXtjina<rrtxdv^  doo^  ^  r/Mt( 
di*  oixeiav  ftXoveuiav  dyrtXiyoKn^  xpareiTw  ij  rmu  nltiduov  ip^fo^ 


CANON  VII. 

THB  RANK  OF  THE  BISHOP  OF  JBRUSAU^M  UNDER  HIS  METROPOIr 

ITAN  IN  HIS  PROVINCES. 
^Enetdi^  <rovij&eta  xtxpdrr^xe^  xai  napd8o<rt^  dp)[aiaj  &aT9  rdv  hf  AlXif  M- 
axoicov  rtfidff^t,  ix^rut  riju  dxoXou^tav  r^^  rtfi^^'  Tjj  inqrpo7c6Xin  cmZofiivoo  roti 
oixiiou  d^KOfiaro^. 


CANON  VIII. 

HOW  THE  NOVATIANS,  THAT  IS  THE  CATHARISTS,  ARE  TO  BE  RE- 
CEIVED. 

nep\  rcSv  SvofiaZSvTwv  fih  kaoroh^  Ka^pou^  note,  np<Hr9pj[opLivw¥  H  rjf 
xa&oXtx^  xai  dnoiTToXtx^  kxxXriffiif.^  ido^t  rg  dyi^  xa\  fie/dXjf  euvdd^  &OTt  /cf^ 
Oeroufiivoo^  alnoh^^  fiivetv  oSroi?  h  rip  xXrjpip,  Ilpd  ndvrunf  dk  touto  d/Aokajf^cat 
abroh^  tjrypd^at^  itpoffijxet^  3rt  <ruv^7J<rovTat  xa\  dxoXou^aowrt  T0T9  t^9  xaihl' 
tx^i  xa)  drtoiTToXtx^^  ixxXr^ffia^  dSyiiatn'  rooritnt^  xaX  dtfdfiot^  xotvmv^tv  xa)  ro?9 
h  Tji  dtatypLJi  napon€mwx6<rtVj  ifp*  wv  xa\  j^pdvog  riraxrat^  xai  xatpd^  Sptcrat 
Sunt  abroh^  dxoXou^elv  iv  ndiTt  T0T9  ddyfiofft  t^9  xa^Xix^^  ixxXij^ia^.  *E)f6a 
fikv  oSv  ndvre^j  she  iv  xwfiat^^  cfrc  iv  n6Xt<rtv^  a^o\  fidvot  ^^picxotino  ^ttparmh' 
tj^ivre^^  ol  supttrxofievot  iv  rji  xXijpipj  iffovrat  iv  rji  ainji  epj/iari.  El  dk  too 
T^9  xa^oXtx^^  ixxXyftria^  inotrxdnoOj  ^  npefffuripoo  Syro^^  Kpocipj[wra(  rcvc^i 
icpddy^Xovy  w^  6  fiev  MinoTto^  r^^  ixxXy^ffia^  E^et  rd  dSiwpLa  ro5  iKt^ndnoo*^  d  dk 
dvofiaZdpxvo^  napd  T0X9  Xeyofiiyot^  Kadapot^  Mirxono^j  rijv  to3  wpt^rSuripoo 
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proyinces,  the  privileges  are  to  be  preserved  to  the  churches.  But  it 
is  universally  clear,  beforehand,  that  if  any  one  should  become  a 
Bishop,  without  the  consent  of  the  Metropolitan,  the  Great  Synod 
lias  decreed  that  such  a  one  ought  not  to  be  a  Bishop.  If,  however, 
two  or  three,  through  their  own  quarrelsomeness,  speak  against  the 
common  vote  of  all  the  Bishops  it  being  reasonable  and  in  accord- 
ance with  ecclesiastical  rule,  let  the  vote  of  the  majority  prevail. 


CANON  VII. 

THK  RANK  OP  TH«  BISHOP  OP  JERUSALEM  UNDER  HIS  METROPOI,-* 

ITAN  IN  HIS  PROVINCE. 

Forasmuch  as  a  custom  and  an  ancient  tradition  have  prevailed 
of  honoring  the  Bishop  of  Aelia,  let  him  have  the  second  place  of 
lionor,  the  proper  dignity  being  preserved  to  the  metropolis. 


CANONS  VIII. 

HOW  THE  NOVATIANS,  THAT  IS  THE  CATHARISTS,  ARE  TO  BE  RE- 
CEIVED. 

In  regard  to  those  once  calling  themselves  Pure  Ones,  but  [now] 
Coming  to  the  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church,  it  has  seemed  good  to 
the  Holy  and  Great  Synod  that  they  receive  a  laying  on  of  hands, 
iand  so  remain  in  the  Clericate.  But  before  all  things,  it  is  becoming 
that  they  agree  in  writing  that  they  will  adhere  to  and  will  follow  the 
decrees  of  the  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church;  that  is  to  say,  that 
they  will  commune  both  with  digamists  and  with  those  who  have 
fallen  away  in  the  persecution  regarding  whom  a  time  has  been  ap- 
pointed and  a  period  has  been  decreed;  and  that  they  will  follow  in 
all  things  the  decrees  of  the  Universal  Church.  Wherever,  therefore, 
whether  in  villages  or  in  dties,  all  who  are  found  ordained  are  of 
themselves  alone,  those  found  in  the  Clericate  shall  be  in  the  same 
positions.  But  if  some  of  them  come  \io  the  Faiihl  where  there  is  a 
Bishop  or  a  presbyter  of  the  Universal  Church,  it  is  clearly  under- 
stood beforehand  that  the  Bishop  of  the  Church  shall  have  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Bishop,  but  he  who  is  named  Bishop  among  those  termed 
Pure  Ones  shall  have  the  honor  of  the  presbyter,  unless,  indeed,  it 
may  seem  good  to  the  Bishop  that  he  (637)  share  the  honor  of  the 


(637).    That  is,  the  Novatian  Bisliop. 
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rtfii^v  i^tr  icX^v  el  fii)  ^pa  doxohf  r(p  hctffxontpj  r^ff  ri/Ei^f  too  dvifuiro^  oMv 
lurij^tw.  El  dk  Toirco  edn^  fiij  dpitnoij  imvoijint  ronov  ^  /«/9eirctfx<^oei,  i) 
wpeiriuripou,  Onkp  too  iv  ry»  xXrjp^  SXta^  doxelv  that*  ha  fiij  Iv  Tj  7t6itt  duo. 
hclffnonot  &at¥» 


CANON  IX. 


TH9  ORDINATION  OP  UNBXAMINKD,  IMMORAL  OR  T7NBBLISVIN6 
PERSONS  TO  THB  PRESBYTBRATB  IS  MADB  NUU*  AND  VOID. 
El  rtvt^  dvtStrdffTw^  npoTJ^^Tjtrav  Tcpart^unpot^  ^  dt^axpiudfuvoi  w/ioXapiffa» 
rd  dfiapnjfAara  alrcot^f  xa\  dfLoXoyj^advTtoy  abrmv^  napd  xavdva  xivoofuvot  ol 
Sv^pofTzot  Tol^  TotouTot^  X^^P^  iniTt^elxcuTt^  TouTQO^  6  xovibv  1^  npodtrof  t6 
ydp  dvtnUijitrou  ixdtxeJ  ^  xa^oXtxij  ixxXijiria. 


CANON  X. 


THB  ORDINATION  OP  THOSB  WHO  HAVE  PAIXEN  INTO  IDOI«ATRT  OR 

DENIAL  OP  CHRIST  IN  TIME  OP  PERSECUTION,  ETC., 

PORBIDDEN  AND  BfADE  NXJIX  AND  VOID. 

''O^rot  npot][ttpi<fd7^<Tav  rwv  napoKimotxdrotv^  xar'  Syvotoif^  ^  xai  icpottddrmv 

rwv  npoxitptca/iivwv^  tooto  od  ispoxplvet  rtp  xavdvt  r^  haX-^ctaartx^*  yvmc^m^ 

ydp^  xa^tpoovrau 


CANON    XI. 

HOW  LAICS,   WHO    PELL   INTO  CREATURE-SERVICE   OR  DENIAL   OP 
CHRIST  WITHOUT  NECESSITY,  LOSS  OP  PROPERTY,  OR  DAN- 
GER, IN  THE  PERSECUTION  BY  LICINIUS,  THE  PAGAN, 
ARE  TO  BE  READMITTED  TO  THE  EUCHARIST. 
/7c/o)  rwv  itapaSdvTofv  ;|f<u/o(9  dvd^xrj^^  ^  X^P^^  d^aipifftto^  dnap^^dvratv^  ^ 
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name  of  Bishop;  but  if  that  be  not  pleasing  to  him,  he  shall  provide 
for  him  the  place  of  a  country  Bishop  (638),  or  of  a  presbyter,  in 
order  that  he  may,  by  all  means,  seem  to  be  in  the  Clericate;  and  in 
order  that  there  may  not  be  two  Bishops  in  the  city. 


CANON  IX. 


THK    ORDINATION   OP   UNBXAMINKD,    IMMORAI,    OR    XTNBBtlBVINa 
PBRSONS  TO  THB  PRESBYTERATE  IS  MADE  NTJI^L  AND  VOID. 

If  any  persons  have  been  promoted  to  be  presbyters  without  ex* 
amination,  or  if,  while  being  examined,  they  have  confessed  their 
sins,  and  after  they  have  [thus].confessed,  men  have,  nevertheless,  been 
moved  to  act  against  rule,  and  have  laid  hands  on  them,  the  rule  does 
not  admit  those  persons.  For  the  Universal  Church  justifies  [only] 
what  is  irreproachable. 


CANON  X. 


THE  ORDINATION  OP  THOSE  WHO  HAVE  PAttEN  INTO  IDOI^TRY  OR 

DENIAL  OP  cfHRIST  IN  TIME  OP  PERSECUTION,  ETC., 

PORBIDDEN  AND  MADE  NUIJ«  AND  VOID. 

All  those  who  have  fallen  away  [from  the  faith],  and  have  [nev- 
ertheless] been  promoted  in  ignorance  [of  their  fault],  or  even  if  those 
who  promoted  them  knew  beforehand  [of  their  sins],  that  works  no 
prejudice  to  the  church  rule;  for  when  they  are  discovered  they  are 
deposed. 


CANON  XI. 


HOW  I.AICS,   WHO   PEU.    INTO    CREATURE-SERVICE    OR    DENIAL   OP 
CHRIST  WITHOUT  NECESSITY,  W)SS  OP  PROPERTY,  OR  DAN- 
GER, IN  THE  PERSECUTION  BY  UCINIUS,  THE  PAGAN, 
ARE  TO  BE  READMITTED  TO  THE  EUCHARIST. 

In  regard  to  those  who  transgressed,  without  necessity,  or  with- 
out  loss  of  goods,  or  without  danger  or  without  any  such  thing,  as  it 

(638).    That  is,  of  a  Chorepiscopus;  Greek,  ;t(^peiri(rM^ov. 
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^i^^FW^r^i^ 


xai  iicrd  inj  Onontcouvrof  Sum  Sk  Iry  X^P^^  npocfopo^  xotvoMfirowrt  r^  laf 


CANON  XII. 

TOW    THOSB    CHRISTIANS    WHO    APOSTATIZBD    TO    IDOULTRT    AND 
ENTERED  THE  MILITARY  SERVICE  OF  LICINIXTS  THE 
PAGAN  ENEMY  OP  CHRIST  AND  OP  CHRIS- 
TIANS,   ARE  TO   BE  RECEIVED. 

01  dk  KpoffxXij&ivref  /ih  6nd  r^9  ^dptro^^  xai  r^v  jcpdrn^v  dp/ii^v  MttSdftt' 
vot^  xai  diizoMfjxvot  rSt^  Cc^v/a?,  fierd  dk  raora  i7t\  rdv  oixetov  ifurov  dyadpa/ij6¥- 
re^^  w^  x6vef,  w^  Ttvd^  xa\  dpyupia  Ttpoitr^aty  xa\  fitue^txiot^  xaropMaat  r6 
dvaffrparetKrair&ar  ourot  dixa  irrj  dnontirriratcay^  furd  rdv  r^9  rpteroo^  dxpod^ 
ew^  Xpdvov,  *E^*  drtaffi  dk  robrot^^  npoinjxtt  i$rrflECecw  n^v  icpoaipectv  xa\  t6 
elSo^  T^9  furavoia^.  ^O^ot  fikv  ^dp  <p66ip^  xoLi  ddxpu^t^  xa\  Onofiov^,  xai  dya^ 
oepyiatf,  TTjv  int(npo^v  ep^tpy  xai  ob  tr^TJfjLmriy  Imdetxyuvraty  o^rot  izXr^pioffayni 
rdv  xpovov  rJv  dtptfffiivov  r^f  dxpodatw^^  tlxdrut^  rwv  edj^wv  xotvwvijirouirty  ftrrd 
TOO  ^^elvat  rip  im<Tx6n<p  xa\  tptkav^pwndrtpSv  re  'K€p\  abr&v  PouXtoiraa^t.  "Odot 
dk  ddta^6pw^  ijvej^xav^  xa)  rd  (fx^tt^^  ^^'^  tifftivat  tl^  r^v  kxxXiiclaif  dpxMl^  iaurolf 
^pjffavro  npdg  r^y  imarpofifV^  iS  Snayro^  'Kktipoircmcaaf  t6v  xp6vov. 
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happened  under  the  tyranny  of  I^idnius,  it  has  seemed  good  to  the 
Synod,  although  they  were  unworthy  of  clemency,  neverthele^,  to 
be  merciful  to  them.  As  many,  therefore,  of  the  Faithftd,  as  sin- 
cerely repent,  shall  spend  three  years  among  the  Hearers,  and  shall 
prostrate  themselves  seven  years,  and  shall  take  part  with  the  Laity 
in  the  prayers  alone,  without  [partaking  of  the]  oflFering  (639),  for 
two  yeais. 


CANON  XIL 

sow     THOSE    CHRISTIANS   WHO    APOSTATIZED   TO    IDOLATRY    AND 
ENTERED    THE    MILITARY  SERVICE  OP  LICINIUS  THE 
PAGAN  ENEMY  OF  CHRIST  AND  OP  CHRIS- 
TIANS,  ARE  TO  BE  RECEIVED. 

As  to  those  who  were  called  by  grace,  and  displayed  the  first  ardor 
[]of  a  Christian],  and  put  o£r  their  belts,  but  afterwards,  like  dogs,  ran 
back  to  their  own  vomit,  as  some  have  even  expended  money  and 
liave  reinstated  themselves  in  the  army  by  favors;  let  them  prostrate 
themselves  for  ten  years  after  the  time  of  the  three  years  during 
'Which  they  have  been  Hearers;  and  in  all  those  years  it  behooves  to 
examine  the  sincerity,  and  the  manner  of  their  repentance;  for  as 
many  as  show  forth  their  conversion  by  fear  and  by  tears,  and  by 
patience,  and  by  good  works,  in  deed  and  not  in  [mere]  pretence, 
those  after  they  have  ftilfiUed  the  time  appointed  for  the  Hearers 
shall,  with  reason,  share  in  the  prayers;  and,  besides,  it  is  permitted 
to  the  Bishop  to  give  some  milder  determination  regarding  them. 
But  as  many  as  have  borne  their  sentence  with  indifference,  and  have 
supposed  that  the  appearance  of  going  into  the  Church  suffices  for 
their  conversion,  let  them  by  all  means  ftilfil  the  time. 


639.    That  is,  withont  the  Lord's  Supper. 
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CANON  XIII. 

THE    EUCHARIST    TO    BE    GIVEN    TO    THOSE    UNDERGOING    PUBIJC 

PENANCE  IF  THEY  ARE  DYING;   BUT  IP  THEY  RECOVER 

THEY  MUST  BE  AMONG  THE  HEARERS  TII«I«  THE 

TIME  OP  THEIR    PENANCE    EXPIRES — 

THE  EUCHARIST  TO  BE  GIVEN 

TO  OTHERS  WHEN  IN 

DANGER    OP 

DEATH. 

Utpi  dk  rcDv  iSo^eudvTwv^  6  naXatd^  xai  xavovtxd^  vdfio^  ^oXa^^ij^irat  xai 
vDv,  ctt^rre,  et  re?  i^odeuot^  rob  reXeoratou  xai  dvayxatordrou  i^oHioo  fiif  ixo- 
(TrepetiT^at,  Ei  dk  dTzopfaKr^e)^^  xai  xotvutvia^  rwjjfww,  ttcUcv  iv  roi^  ^wtrtsf  ^?«- 
ra^r^^f  /lerd  rwv  xotvwvobvrtov  r^?  ^^X^S  fidvij^  itrrw,  Ka&6koo  dkj  xai  npi 
Travrdf  ourtvo^ouv  i^odeuovrof,  airouvro^  rod  ;£rra<i}|fc?y  tb^o-ptmria^^  6  htt^xoicoi 
fcrrd  doxifiaciai  iisradtddrw  r^9  izpoafopd^. 


CANON  XIV. 

HOW    CATECHUMENS   WHO    FELI*    AWAY  IN    THE   PAGAN    UCINIUS' 
PERSECUTION  ARE  TO  BE  RECEIVED  TO  THE  CATECHUMENATB. 

IltpX  rcDy  xan/jj^ou/iivtov^  xai  itapaiTe<T6vTwy^  idoSf  rj^  fy^^  *^^  puefokQ  itw- 
odip^  annej  rptutv  frcSv  atnob^  dxpootfiivou^  fidvov^  /urd  roDra  tS^eff^t  furi 

TWV  xaTTJ^OUfAivWV, 


CANON  XV. 


s 


TRANSI«ATlONS     OP     BISHOPS,     PRESBYTERS,     AND     DEACONS     FOR- 
BIDDEN. 

Atd  rdv  icoXbv  rdpaj^ov^  xa)  rd^  ffrdtrti^  rd^   Yi¥OpLi)fa^j  idoSf    itayrdxaai 
ic£ptatpe&^vat  r^v  ffuvTJ^etayy  Tijv  napd  rdv  dno<rroXtxdv  xovdva  c6/>c^7^av  fy  rm 
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CANON  XIII. 

THE    EUCHARIST    TO    BE    GIVEN    TO    THOSE    UNDERGOING    PUBUC 

PENANCE  IF  THEY  ARE  DYING;   BUT  IP  THEY  RECOVER 

THEY  MUST  BE  AMONG  THE  HEARERS  tVLX,  THE 

TIME    OF   THEIR    PENANCE    EXPIRES — 

THE  EUCHARIST  TO  BE  GIVEN 

TO  OTHERS  WHEN  IN 

DANGER    OF 

DEATH. 

In  regard  to  those  about  to  depart  from  this  life,  the  ancient  and 
canonical  law  shall  be  observed  even  now,  so  that,  if  any  one  be 
about  to  depart  this  life,  he  shall  not  be  deprived  of  the  last  and  most 
necessary  provision  for  the  journey,  but  if  any  one  has  been  de- 
spaired of  and  has  happened  to  receive  communion  again,  and  is 
again  found  among  the  living,  let  him  be  among  those  who  take 
part  in  prayer  only.  And  so  in  regard  to  every  one,  whoever  it  be, 
who  is  about  to  depart  this  life,  and  who  asks  to  partake  of  the 
Thanksgiving  let  the  Bishop,  by  all  means,  with  [due]  examination, 
give  him  the  offering  (640). 


CANON  XIV. 

HOW  CATECHUMENS  WHO    FELI*   AWAY    IN   THE    PAGAN    WCINIUS* 
PERSECUTION  ARE  TO  BE  RECEIVED  TO  THE  CATECHUMENATE. 

In  regard  to  those  who  were  Catechumens  and  fell  away,  it  has 
seemed  good  to  the  Holy  and  Great  Synod,  that  they  shall  be  Hearers 
only  for  three  years,  and  after  that  shall  pray  among  the  Catechumens.. 


CANON  XV. 


TRANSLATIONS    OF     BISHOPS,     PRESBYTERS,     AND     DEACONS      FOR- 
BIDDEN. 

On  account  of  the  great  trouble  and  of  the  tumults  which  are 
made,  it  has  seemed  good  that  the  custom  should  be  wholly  done 

(640).  By  "The Thanksgiving'*  here  is  meant  the  Eucharist,  that  is  the 
Lord's  Supper.  By  "The  O&ring/'  we  understand  the  bread  and  wine  of  the 
Lord's  Supper.  On  the  expression  "The  Thanksgiving/'  compare  Luke  XXII., 
19;  Matt  XXVI.,  27,  and  Mark  XIV.,  23. 
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Sortpovy  fiijre  dtdxavov.  El  di  TCf,  furdi  rdw  T$y  d/^/a^  X€Li  fujrdXij^  ffuMoo 
Spovj  TotouTip  TtA  iittj[ttpij^etev  ^  inidoai  iaordv  npa^fiart  rotoor^^  dxupmdf- 
atrai  i$  Sizavro^  rd  Karatrxgoaafia^  xai  dLTtoxaraunad^arcat  rj}  ixxXi^eitf^  h^S 
Mifxno^^  1j  6  npt<rS(ntpo^  ij^ttporovij^r^. 


CANON  XVI. 

NO  PRBSBYTBR  OR  DEACON  TO  REMOVE    PROM  HIS  OWN  DIOCESE; 
PENALTY  FOR  SO  DOING — NO    BISHOP  TO  ORDAIN  A   ULY- 
MAN  WHO    BELONGS  TO  ANOTHER    BISHOP'S  DIO- 
CESE ;  SUCH  ORDINATIONS  ARE  INVALID, 

^Offot  fiitpoxivdovw^^  fiTJTS  Tov  f6Sov  TOO  0600  7Cp6  6^&aXfiwv  ^jjroyrcf,  fvfjn 
rdv  ixxXijiTtatTrtxdv  xavdva  elddre^y  dva^topjj^w^t  r^9  idia^  ixxXtjffia^^  TCpt^th 
re/9oe,  ^  dtdxovotj  ^  oXat^  iy  r^i^  xavdvt  iSeraZ^fUvoty  oUrot  oddofi&g  dexroi  6ftiX' 
oofftv  tlvat  h  iripa  ixxXj^ma*  dXXd  jzatrav  abtol^  dvd^xijv  indytc^at  ^pi^j  dva- 
ffrpitptiv  e/f  rdf  iaormv  napotxia^*  ^,  ^mfiivovra^j  dxotvwviJTOo^  tjvat  Kpoaijut. 
E\  de  xai  ToXfnj(T£i£  re?  d^ap^dtrat  rdv  rji  iripip  dta^ipovra^  xa\  j^etparov^itat 
iv  rg  auTo^  exxXr^fficLj  fiij  <T(/pcaraTt^efiiyoo  rou  Idtou  iittcx&KOO,  oh  dvtj^wp^nv 
6  iv  Tip  xavon  i^€Ta^6fievo^^  &cupo^  l<rra»  1}  ^etporovia. 


CANON  XVII. 

THE    CLERICS    NOT    TO     FOLLOW    USURY    AND   BASE   GAIN,    UNDER 

PAIN  OF  LOSING  THEIR  CLERICATE — THE  SAME  PENALTY 

VISITED  ON  THEM  FOR  CONTRIVING    ANY  THING 

ELSE  FOR  THE    SAKE    OF  BASE  GAIN. 

^E7Z€tdij  itoXXoi  iv  rip  xavovt  i^traZopLSvot^  rrjv  nXtaveStav^  xai  njv  ai^po- 
xipdetav  iiwxovT£i^  iiztXdf^ovro  too  ^tioo  ypafifiaro^  Xfyovro^'  T6  dpyoptov  alrcou 
odx  edutxev  i7:\  toxw^  xai  davetZovre^,  ixarotnd^  ditatTBocw  idtxaimtnv  i^  dyia 
xai  pLeydXrj  truvodo^^  w^  ei  rt^  eOpe^BtJj  perd  rdv  8pov  roDrov  rdxoo^  XaftSdimv^ 
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away,  which,  contrary  to  the  rule,  has  been  found  m  certain  places, 
so  that  neither  Bishop  nor  Presb5rter,  nor  Deacon,  may  remove  from 
city  to  city.  But  if  any  one,  after  the  decree  of  the  Holy  and  Great 
S3mod,  shall  attempt  any  such  thing,  or  shall  lend  himself  to  such  a 
thing,  what  has  been  e£fe<5ted  shall  be  utterly  invalid,  and  he  shall  be 
put  back  into  the  Church  in  which  he  was  ordained  Bishop  or  Pres- 
b5rter. 

CANON  XVI. 

KO  PRESBYTER  OR  DEACON  TO  REMOVE    PROM  HIS  OWN  DIOCESE; 
PENAI^TY    FOR  SO  DOING — NO    BISHOP  TO  ORDAIN  A  I^Y- 
MAN  WHO    BELONGS  TO  ANOTHER    BISHOP'S  DIO- 
CESE; SUCH  ORDINATIONS  ARE  INVALID. 

Whatever  Presbyters,  or  Deacons,  or  whoever  at  all  who  are  found 
in  the  list  of  the  Clergy,  shall,  audaciously,  neither  having  the  fear 
of  God  before  their  eyes,  nor  knowing  the  ecclesiastical  rule,  with- 
draw from  their  own  Church,  those  ought,  by  no  means,  to  be  re- 
ceived in  another  Church,  but  every  necessity  must  be  laid  upon 
them  to  return  to  their  own  paroedas;  or,  if  they  remain,  it  is  fitting 
that  they  be  without  communion.  And,  moreover,  if  any  one  should 
dare,  underhandedly,  to  take  any  one  who  belongs  to  another,  and 
to  ordain  him  in  his  own  Church  without  the  assent  of  the  proper 
Bishop  from  whom  he  has  withdrawn,  who  is  in  the  [regular]  list  of 
the  clergy,  let  the  ordination  be  invalid. 


CANON  XVII. 


THE    CLERICS    NOT    TO   FOLLOW    USURY    AND    BASE    GAIN,    UNDER 

PAIN  OF  LOSING  THEIR  CLERICATE — THE  SAME  PENALTY 

VISITED  ON  THEM  FOR  CONTRIVING   ANY  THING 

ELSE  FOR  THE  SAKE  OF  BASE  GAIN. 

Inasmuch  as  many  who  are  found  in  the  list  of  the  Clergy,  in 
their  pursuit  of  covetousness  and  base  gain,  have  forgotten  the  godly 
writing  which  says:  "/fe  hath  not  given  his  money  upon  usury  ^^ 
(641);  and  in  lending  demand  usury  at  the  rate  of  one  per  cent,  a 

(641).    Psalm  XV.,  5;  XIV.,  5,  Sept 
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irepov  re  imvowv  aia^poo  xipdou^  fvcxa,  xa^atpe^ijfferat  rou  xXifpov^  xai  iUi^ 
rpto^  rob  xavovo^  effzai. 


CANON  XVIII. 

DEACONS  REBUKED  FOR  ASSUMING  THE  FUNCTIONS  AND  PECUI.IAR 
PRIVII.EGES  OF  BISHOPS  AND  PRESBYTERS — THEIR  PUN- 
ISHMENT IF  THEY  DO  NOT  OBEY  THIS  CANON. 

^HX^eu  erV  tijv  d^tav  xa\  fie-j^dXi^v  ffuuodov^  Brt  iv  rurt  rdnot^  xai  icdXtct^ 
Tol^  nptaSoripoi^  rijv  eu^apt<niav  ol  dtdxovot  dMaatv  Snep  oSre  6  xaofdiv^  oon 
^  ffuvTJ^eta  napidutxe,  roh^  iSouatav  p.^  i^ovra^  irpoff^ipetv^  rot^  Kpoir^ipoon 
dtdovat  rJ  aat/ia  rob  Xpitrcob,  Kdxetuo  dk  fyvwpta^jj,  Brt  ^dij  rtvk^  rdtv  dtax6vw 
xai  Ttpd  Twv  iTtiffxdiziov  r^9  ed^apunia^  amovrat,  Taina  oiv  itwra  iceptjupij^mj 
xai  i/iji£viTUKrav  ol  dtdxovot  roX^  Idioi^  pirpot^^  eiddn^^  8ri,  rou  fdv  iitt^xditoo 
Omipirat  eitri^  rmv  dk  npsffSoripov  iXdrrou^,  AapSaviranrav  dk  xard  njv  rdSiv 
T^v  sd^apttniav  perd  roh^  TcpeffSuripou^^  ^  rou  im<Tx6itoo  ptradiddvro^  adroi^^ 
^  TOO  nptaCoripoo,  'Akkd  pi^dk  xa^f^a^at  h  platp  rwv  ispe<T(^0Tipwv  ^f^tfrv 
roii  dtaxovot^  napd  xavdva  ydp^  xai  napd  rd^tv  k<n\  rb  ytvopjevov.  El  di  ttf 
pi}  ^iXot  Ttett^ap^etv  xai  perd  toutou^  rob^  Spou^^  neicau^y^  r$9  dtaxwia^. 
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month  (642);  the  Holy  and  Great  Synod  has  deemed  it  right  that  if 
any  one  be  found,  after  this  Decree,  taking  usury  by  secret  manipula- 
tion, or  otherwise  pursuing  the  matter,  or  asking  half-wholes  (^43)1 
or,  contriving  anything  else  at  all  for  the  sake  of  base  gain,  he  shall 
be  deposed  from  the  Clericate,  and  shall  be  an  alien  to  the  list  [of  the 
Clergy]. 


CANON  XVIII. 

DEACONS  REBUKED  FOR  ASSUMING  THE  FUNCTIONS  AND  PECUUAR 

PRIVII^EGES  OF  BISHOPS  AND  PRESBYTERS — THEIR  PUN 

ISHMENT  IF  THEY  DO  NOT  OBEY  THIS  CANON. 

It  has  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Holy  and  Great  S3mod  that 
in  certain  places  and  cities  the  Deacons  give  the  Thaxiksgiving  ^TT^^^ 
edxapiariau)  (644),  to  the  Presbyters;  a  thing  which  neither  the  rule  nor 
the  custom  has  handed  down,  [that  is  to  say]  that  those  who  have  no 
authority  to  oflFer  should  give  the  body  of  Christ  to  those  who  do  oflFer. 
And  moreover  it  has  been  ascertained  that  already  some  of  the  Dea- 
cons touch  the  Thanksgiving  (t??  t^apurria^)  (645),  even  before  the 
Bishops.  Let  all  those  things,  therefore,  be  done  away;  and  let  the  Dea- 
cons remain  within  their  own  measures,  [as]  knowing  that  they  are  in- 
deed ministers  of  the  Bishop,  but  [nevertheless],  that  they  are  inferior 
to  the  Presb)rters;  and  let  them  receive  the  Thanksgiving  (njv  sbxap^ 
t4rTia>)^  in  their  own  order  after  the  Presbyters,  either  the  Bishop  or 
the  Presb)rter  giving  it  to  them.  But  let  it  not  be  permitted  to  the 
Deacons  to  sit  in  the  midst  of  the  Presbyters,  for  such  an  occurrence 
is  contrary  to  rule  and  contrary  to  order.  But  if  any  one  is  not  will- 
ing to  obey  even  after  these  decisions,  let  him  cease  from  the  Dea- 
conship. 

(642).    See  on  the  above  Bingham*s  Antiquities^  Book  VI.,  Chapter  II., 
Section  6. 

(643).    This  is  explained  by  some  to  mean  the  whole  and  half  as  much 
again.    See  Bingham  as  in  the  note  last  above. 

(644).    That  is  the  Eucharist.    See  a  note  on  Canon  XIII.,  above. 

(645\    Ibid. 
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CANON  XIX. 

HOW  THE  PAUI^IANISTS,  CI^BRICAI,  AND  I^Y,  AR«  TO  BE  RECEIVED 
WHEN  THEY  COME  TO  THE  UNIVERSAI,  CHURCH. 

Iltpi  rwv  IlaoXtavtffdvTafv^  e?ra  npoa^o^dvrwv  r^  Ka&oXtx^  ^ExxXjjffiqLj  Spo^ 
ixri^trat  dva^a^rrcCe^^c  atnob^  iSdiravro^,  El  di  Ttvs^  iv  Tji  isapsXTjXui^i 
XP^v^t  ^^  ^9^  ^^PV  ^^TiTdir^ffaVj  ei  fiiv  HfUfjanot  xai  dveniXi^irrot  ^veicv  dvo- 
(^a7rrt(r^ivT€9,  /c(/oorovc{Vi9<iitfay  Ond  rou  t^9  Ka^Xtxf^^  ^ExxXyjaiag  hcm&noo,  Ei 
dk  ^  dvdxptfft^  dveictTTjdeiou^  attroh^  eupiffxot^  xa^tpeltr^t  ahruh^  Kpoinjx€t, 
'Qffaorat^  dk  xai  nep)  raiy  dtaxoytfftrwy^  xai  8Xw9  n€p\  rwv  hf  rf>  xXjjptp  if rraCo/x^- 
vatv^-6  adrd^  Tuno^  itapa^oXax&ijfftTat,  ^EpDnjtr&jj/uv  dk  r&v  dtaxovtffff&v  rmv 
Iv  r^  (fX^fiart  i^traa^ticwv^  htti  firjdi  x^tpo^fficof  rtvd  fyoufftv^  &<rTt  i^dicayro^ 
h  ro7f  Xatxo7^  alnd^  iS^dt^etr^t, 


CANON  XX. 

WHEN  WE  MUST  ALL,  PRAY  STANDING. 

*E7tetdif  Ttvi^  eifftv  iv  Tjj  Kuptax^  y6vu  xXiuovrt^^  xa\  iv  raJ^  r^9  //evnyxo^r- 
r^^  ^lUpat^  vizkp  rob  ndvra  iv  ndffjj  napotxif  6/ioiat^  Ttapa^uXdrretrikitf  iirrdH 
ta^  ido^t  r^  d/if  ffuMtp  rd^  eb^d^  dnodtddvat  ry)  deji. 
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CANON  XIX. 

HOW  THE  PAXTUANISTS,  CURICAI*  AND  I^AY,  ARE  TO  BE  RECEIVED 
WHEN  THEY  COME  TO  THE  UNIVERSAI,  CHURCH. 

In  ii^;aid  to  those  who  were  once  Paulianists  but  afterwards  fled 
to  the  Universal  Church,  a  decree  has  been  set  forth  that  they  are,  by 
all  means,  to  be  rebaptized.  But  if  some  of  them,  in  time  past,  have 
been  reckoned  among  the  Clergy,  if  they  seem  blsuneless  and  irre- 
proachable, let  them,  after  they  are  rebaptized,  be  ordained  by  the 
Bishop  of  the  Universal  Church.  But  if  the  examination  should 
find  them  unfit  they  ought  to  be  deposed.  And  in  like  manner  in 
regard  to  the  Deaconesses,  and  in  short  in  regard  to  all  reckoned  on 
the  roll  of  their  Clergy,  the  same  type  of  proceeding  shall  be  ob- 
served. But  we  have  made  mention  of  Deaconesses  who  are  counted 
[by  us  asj  such  in  dress  [or  "in  rank ''  only],  because  they  have  no 
laying  on  of  hands,  so  that  they  are,  by  all  means,  to  be  reckoned 
among  thel^ics. 


CANON  XX. 

WHEN  WE  MUST  hX,l,  PRAY  STANDING. 

Inasmuch  as  there  are  some  who  bend  the  knee  on  the  Lord's 
Day,  and  in  the  days  of  the  Pentecost;  in  order  that  all  things  may  be 
observed  alike  in  every  Pareda,  it  has  seemed  good  to  the  Holy  Synod 
that  men  should  pray  standing  to  God  [at  those  times]. 


ERRATA  AND  EMENDATIONS  AND  ADDITIONS. 


Page  8,  line  39,  read  *'2,"  not  **i,''  before  ''How." 
Page  16,  on  **  Copyright  Law,**  in  line  3  from  the  bottom,  add 
In  a  note  at  the  foot  of  the  page:  ''  I  am  glad  to  say  that  since  the 
above  was  written  Congress  has  passed  an  international  copyright 
law,  but  it  will  do  few  authors  any  good,  for  it  is  made  in  the  interest 
of  the  publisher  and  the  paper  manufadlurer,  rather  than  to  help  poor 
authors,  who  are  not  rich  enough  to  publish  on  both  sides  of  the 
water,  as  it  demands  in  order  to  be  profited  by  it.*' 

Page  18, line  9,  after  **give,**  read  **in  another Nicene  volume," 
and  omit  **  at  the  end  of  this  volume.*  * 

Page  24,  line  i  of  note,  read  ''///"not  **w." 

line  16,  read  "baptized,**  not  "baptised." 

line  24,  add  apostrophe  after  "  apostles.** 

in  line  29,  put  "2.** 

line  15,  read  "clerics,**  not  clericks.** 

line  32,  read  "2,**  not  "II.** 

line  14,  read  "World-Councils.*' 

heading,  read  "II.,**  not  "I.** 

line  I  of  note  34,  read  "adoramus/*  not  "adaiamus." 

line  35,  put  quotation  marks  before  "  the.** 

line  6,  read  "troisifeme,**  not  "troisifenne.** 

line  16,  put  colon  after  "cross.** 

line  29,  read  "^jr«^av£o?,**  not  "^^e^p.** 

line  20,  read  "see,**  not  "See.** 

heading,  read  "11.,**  not  "I.** 

line  15,  read  "inconsistent,**  not  "inconsistanf 

heading,  read  "II.,**  not  "I.** 

line  14,  read  "Syrian,**  not  "Syrain.** 

line  26,  read  "Symbols,**  not  "Symbol." 

line  I,  read  "obey,"  not  "oey." 

line  2,  put  apostrophe  after  "  Nestorians.' 


Page  25 
Page  25 
Page  25 
Page  39 
Page  42 
I^age43 
Page  50 
Page  52 
Page  53 
Page  53 
Page  57 
Page  60, 
Page  61 
Page  66 
Page  72 
Page  76 
Page  78 
Page  89 
Page  90 
Page  90 
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Page  95,  line  7,  read  '*  Basel,*'  not  **  Basil.'' 
Page  148,  line  last  but  one,  read  "Symbols,"  not  ** Symbol." 
Page  159,  line  25,  put  a  comma  after  **  prevail,"  not  a  period. 
Pages  163  to  203,  in  the  headings,  read  ^^  Nicaea,  A,  D,  323: 

Arius  and  his  heresies ^'^  instead  of  ^'Account  of  the  Six  Ecumenical 

Councils.** 

Page  164,  line  27,  instead  of  "Arius  and  his  Heresies,"  read 

"Arius'  own  Account  of  his  Heresy,  and  the  Accounts  of  it  by  his 

Partisans." 

Page  165,  line  19,  read  '*  virtue,"  not  "virture." 

Page  168,  line  7,  omit  the  last  **e"  in  **heresey." 

Page  176,  line  29,  after  '*Arius'  own  Account  of  his  Heresies," 

add  "and  the  Accounts  of  his  Partisans." 

Page  179,  note  191,  line  15,  read  "/'cvjoy^^io-a/*  not  ^^ytweivra.^^ 
Page  181,  line  14,  before  "Paulinus,"  insert  "was  bishop  of 

Laodicea." 

Page  182,  line  4,  put  ''(ytvyiieivray*  direiSlly  after  "bom." 
Page  182,  line  14,  read  "fellow-heretics." 
Page  182,  line  17,  read  "Testament,"  not  "Testement." 
Page  184,  last  line  of  note  207,  insert  a  comma  after  "used,"  and 

another  after  "  DiAionary." 

Page  185,  line  i  of  note  208,  change  capital  "^"to  small"^." 
Page  188,  line  23,  add:    "  Indeed,  I  judge  that  all  after  'Gains' 

is  an  addition,  for  the  letter  professes,  according  to  its  heading,  to  be 

from  presbyters  and  deacons  only.    See  the  heading  on  page  184 

above." 

Page  189,  read  "C3rprian,"  not  "Cypian." 
Page  189,  insert  comma  after  "Septuagint." 
Page  190,  last  line,  read  "any,"  not  "that." 
Page  191,  lines  12  and  13,  omit,  "  though  Arius  after  his  malig- 
nant fashion  of  misrepresenting,"  and  insert,  instead,   "for  that 

seems  to  be  Arius'  clear  reference,  and  meaning  when  he." 
Page  193,  in  line  20,  read  "cirro/*  not  "arr^." 
Page  212,  line  16,  read  "understand,"  not  "understood." 
Page  213,  line  7  from  foot,  read  "  Constantius*,"  not  "  Constan- 

tine's." 

Page  217,  line  6,  strike  out  comma  after  "God." 

Page  217,  line  12,  read  "tyrannized,"  not  "tyranized." 
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Page  218,  line  i,  read  "2,**  not  '*II." 

Page  222,  line  30,  read  **3,"  not  "2." 

Page  223,  line  26,  read  **reJe<Sting,"  not  **  rcjedliny." 

Page  225,  line  23,  read  **  Matt.,*'  not  "John." 

Page  227,  note  297,  insert  a  period  before  ***i^^rf." 

Page  229,  read  "Nicaea,  A.  D.  325:  Arius  and  his  Heresies,'* 

instead  of  '*  Account  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils/' 

Page  230,  line  26,  insert  quotation  marks  after  "created.'* 

Page  232,  line  2,  read  **  Man,"  not  **  Men." 

Page  233,  line  26,  put  "or"  in  Roman. 

Page  233,  line  5,  put  "shipper"  in  Italics. 

Page  234,  line  17,  read  "bowed,"  not  "bound." 

Page  237,  line  8,  read  "contrary,"  not  "contary." 

Page  237,  note  344,  line  i,  omit  last  "i"  in  "Alexandriai's." 

Page  240,  lines  26  and  27,  put  in  small  capitals  "  Therefore  "  to 

*  *  bowed  to ' '  inclusive. 

Page  241,  line  27,  insert  "in"  before  "speaking;"  and  "they 

mentioned"  after  "speaking,"  and  omit  "remembered"  in  line  28. 
Page  243,  line  9,  put  quotation  marks  after  "  Holy  Ghost." 
Page  245,  line  11,  read  "creature,"  not  "creation." 
Page  247,  heading,  read  "Nicaea,  A.  D.  325:  Arius  and  his 

Heresies,"  instead  of  "Account  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils." 
Page  247,  line  6,  read  "Eunomians,"  not  "Eunomiaus." 
Page  247,  line  25,  omit  the  last  "  a  "  in  '.'Cagliaria,"  so  that  it 

shall  read  "Cagliari." 

Page  250,  remove  comma  before  "impiam." 

Page  255,  line  26,  put  comma  after  "itself." 

Page  255,  line  28,  read  "forbid,"  not  "forbids. 

Page  256,  line  14,  insert  after  "  that,"  "in  Adls  XV." 

Page  259,  line  26,  read  "iTravra/iJ^ev,"  not  "  iTravra/^cv/ 

Page  264,  line  7,  read  "Roman,"  not  "Romam." 

Page  264,  line  23,  remove  the  comma  after  "  Hefide  "  and  put  it 

after  "Creed." 

Page  269,  line  10,  read  "free,"  not  "freed." 

Page  279,  note  441,  read  "chapter,"  not  "chaper." 

Page  281  to  304,  read  "Its  Synodal  Epistle,"  instead  of  "Its 

Genuine  Utterances." 

Page  281,  line  20,  read  "IX.,"  not  "9." 
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>83,  line  30,  insert  comma  after  **  Ariomaniacs." 

.85,  after  ** Church*'  in  line  285,  add  **As  the  number 
^unicants  increases  there  should  be  several  Dioceses,  that  is 
.iarchates,  and  several  Patriarchs,  but  one  should  be  chief,  and 
•;ach  Patriarchate  should  have  its  Patriarchal  Council;  but  there 
dhould  be  a  National  Council  of  all  the  Patriarchates  in  which  the 
chief  Patriarch,  that  is  the  Patriarch  of  the  first  see,  be  it  the  capital, 
Washington,  or  New  York,  the  largest  city,  should  preside,  and  that 
National  Council  would  be  the  Court  of  Final  Appeal,  except  to  the 
Orthodox  Episcopate  of  the  Universal  Church,  East  and  West, 
gathered  in  their  local  Councils;  or,  failing  agreement  there,  in  an 
Ecumenical  Council,  as  of  yore.'* 

Page  287,  line  20,  read  **Crus^,"  not  **  Cruse." 
Page  287,  line  21,  read  ** perusal,"  not  "persusal." 
Page  288,  line  27,  remove  punctuation  mark  after  ''  Alexan* 
dria's." 

Page  289,  last  line  of  text,  read  "  Britain, '<  not  **Britian." 
Page  292,  first  line  of  note  458,  change  ** above'*  to  ** below," 
Page  297,  line  4,  change  "him"  into  ** Roman." 
Page  299,  line  22,  read  **Graeca,*'  not  **Gracea." 
Page  300,  line  35,  put  the  Greek  in  parentheses. 
Page  310,  line  i ,  read  *  ^Definition,  *  *  not  *  *  def. '  * 
Page 312,  line  33,  read  ** editions,**  not  ** additions." 
Page  313,  line  27,  put  parenthesis  after  **  man.** 
Page  316,  note,  line  37,  read  **  that,**  not  **  of.'* 
Page  316,  note,  line  38,  after  the  parentheses  insert  **says." 
Page  317,  lines  8  and  9  of  note  472,  put  brackets  where  the  par- 
entheses are. 

Page  320,  line  5,  put  colon  after  **  Cagliari.** 
Page  329,  line  19,  put  quotation  marks  after  "Nicaea." 
Page  340,  note  503,  line  2,  read  **Book,*'  not  **  Books.** 
Page  349,  note  525,  line  15,  insert  comma  after  *'  Perceval,**  and 
remove  comma  after  * '  Palmer.  *  * 

Page  369,  line  15  of  note  574,  change  last  letter  of  **  Instrudliou  " 
to*'n." 

Page  372,  line  31,  read  **  Sophocles,**  not  **Sophosles," 
Page  378,  line  10,  omit  quotation  marks. 
Page  380,  line  28,  insert  comma  after  "  him.*' 
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Page  385,  line  25,  read  **has,"  not  *'had." 
Page  385,  last  line,  put  apostrophe  after  *' diviner"  before  "s,'* 
and  quotation  marks  after  ''suspicion." 

Page  391,  line  2,  put  "  Se<5lion  "  before  **  9." 

Page  400,  line  5,  put  double  quotation  marks  before  ''  More* 


over." 


Page  400,  line  6,  put  single  quotation  mark  before  ''to." 
Page  400,  line  7,  put  single  quotation  mark  after  ''  Diocese." 
Page  400,  lines  10  and  11,  put  single  quotation  mark  before 
"The,"  and  one  after  "voice." 

Page  400,  line  13,  put  double  quotation  marks  after  "  head.'* 

Page  400,  line  23,  put  **Se<Slion  "  before  "  12." 

Page  401,  line  7,  omit  "a,"  and  after  "note"  insert  "521,  on 

page  345." 

Page  401,  line  8,  omit  "  under  head  7." 

Page  401,  lines  12  and  13,  put  "letter  to  his  flock"  in  Roman. 

Page  412,  line  7,  omit  "s"  in  "Provinces." 

Page 413,  line  14,  omit  "s"  in  "canons." 

Page  417,  line  9,  omit  "  Christians." 

Page  417,  line  14,  omit  "  of  a  Christian,"  and  the  brackets. 

Page  417,  lines  17  and  18,  omit  "during  which  they  have  beeo 
hearers,"  and  read  instead  "  of  the  hearing." 

Page  417,  line  22,  read,  "hearing,"  not  "Hearers." 

On  page  181,  line  15,  "  Berea"  in  Bohn's  translation,  ishis  trans* 
lator's  mistake  for  ''Beryttis.'* 


IKIDKX  I. 


Abd  yitsAua,  48. 

AMa,  73. 

AbartioHt  126. 

AdsoMioH,  judicial,  4  6. 

AdyssinianSf  the,  their  present  dodbinal  position;  what  Creeds  they  use,  what 
Councils  they  receive,  50  to  54,  84. 

Acacius  the  Arian,  402. 

Acacius  of  Melitine,  58,  note. 

Achillas,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  165,  175. 

Achillas,  a  deacon  or  presbyter,  167,  171,  174,  188. 

Ads  of  the  VI.  Councils,  11. 

Adam,  Rev.  R.,  55,  note. 

Adaraiion  of  the  Host;  rejedled  by  the  American  Presbyterians,  4,  6;  condemned 
by  the  Universal  Church  and  the  early  historic  testimony.  Preface,  page 
vL    See  also  ''Eucharist,''  and  ''Sacrifice  of  the  Mass,'' 

Adultery,  126,  137. 

Aeithales,  174,  188. 

Aetius,  Bishop  of  Lydda,  an  Arian,  180,  181,  and  369,  note  574. 

African  Church,  results  of  its  idolatry,  107. 

Ahab,  115. 

Alcuin,  9a 

Alexander,  ezoommunicated  by  St  Paul,  106. 

Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  a  champion  of  Orthodoxy  against  Arias,  165, 
166,  167,  168,  173,  176, 177,  190, 191,  192,  201,  262,  368;  his  Epistle  to  Alex- 
ander, Bishop  of  Constantinople,  270;  his  Circular  Letter  to  the  Bishops 
of  the  Universal  Church,  271;  his  position  at  Nicaea,  274;  vindicated  by 
the  Council,  see  "Metropolitans,"  and  293;  meets  Hosius  before  Nicaea, 
382;  is  commended  in  the  Synodal  Epistle  of  Nicaea,  388. 

Alexander,  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  note  588. 

Alexander  V,,  Pope,  95. 

Alexander  Lycurgus,  iii. 

Alexandria,  Council  at,  under  Theophilus  against  Anti-Body  men,  who  rebelled 
against  his  due  authority,  197. 

Alexandria,  a  church  of,  how  named,  172;  how  supplied,  172;  persecuted,  214, 
216;  rights  of  its  Bishop  in  his  own  province  guaranteed  by  Nicaea,  411;. 
how  large  it  was,  411. 

Alexandrian  School,  on  Eternal  Birth,  as  to  whether  God  has  a  body,  etc.,  Fte* 
face,  iii;  18,  110,  189,  190,  191,  192,  193. 
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^/tor  worship,  41,  105,  107,  114;  see  under  **  CreatureSgnnce,**  and  ** Relaiive- 
Worship,  *  *  Altar-shape  of  the  Table  not  Christian,  1 35.  See  '  ^Eucharist,'' 
and  *'  Adoration  of  the  Host,^*  and  "  Creature-Service,^^ 

^^Alzuays,  everywhere,  and  by  all,"  Pre&ce,  vL,  and  text,  70,  91,  144,  i57i  iS^i 

159. 
Ambrose,  134,  160;  on  an  Arian  Epistle,  360,  361. 

Americans,  our  religious  needs,  what  they  are,  283.286;  needs  of  the  English 
and  of  all  other  Christian  nations,  383-286;  our  wretched  heresies  and 
divisions,  Preface,  i.,  iL 

Ammon  or  Ammonius,  an  Anti-Body  opponent  of  St.  Theophilus,  194-acxx 

Ammonius,  another,  179. 

Anabaptists,  130. 

Anastasius  /.,  Emperor;  his  addition  to  the  Trisagion,  60. 

Anathema,  used  by  the  Arians  against  what  they  deemed  heresy,  34a  See 
**Arians,** 

Ancyra,  Canon  X.  of,  37. 

Angels,  not  to  be  worshipped,  104,  See  **  Invocation  of  Saints, ^^  **  Creature- 
Service,''  **  Worship,''  and  *' Apostates." 

Anglican  Communion,  parties  in,  L,  Preface;  its  lamentable  condition,  i.,  iL,  vL, 
Preface;  on  the  VI.,  Sjmods,  2,  23;  its  form  of  the  Athanasian  Creed,  33, 37; 
its  Creeds,  44,  95;  its  Articles,  44,  75,  76,  81,  note,  84;  loi,  102;  what  Ecu- 
menical Councils  it  speaks  well  of,  and  what  Creeds  it  uses,  95-128;  its 
virtues  and  its  faults,  what  it  should  do,  95-128;  its  system  in  America 
wrong,  100;  its  need  an  entire  Restoration,  100  and  after;  the  errors  of  its 
idolatrizing  party,  107;  treatment  of  some  of  them  by  Rome,  X07;  compo- 
sition of  that  party,  107;  Anti-Trinitarian  party  in,  108;  they  co-operate  in 
certain  respedls  with  the  Romanizing  party,  108,  109;  the  so-called  Evan- 
gelicals in  it,  their  infidelity  on  Baptism,  109;  then*  looseness  on  Episco- 
pacy, 109;  lack  of  discipline  in  the  Anglican  communion,  109,  no;  its 
needs  in  that  respect,  118,  119,  120,  121;  it  should  revise  its  Articles,  how, 
no,  in;  on  the  Virginal  state,  in;  its  duty  as  to  Monks  and  Nuns,  in- 
118;  idolatry  of  some  of  its  Monks  and  of  others  of  its  clerics,  114;  should 
forbid  its  clerics  to  belong  to  any  secret  society,  121;  its  duty  to  restore  all 
primitive  Rites,  and  usages,  122;  what  some  of  them  are,  122-128;  it^  Mar- 
riage Service,  127;  its  Bishops  should  do  their  duty  or  be  deposed,  note 
525>  P&ge  350;  trine  immersion  in  the  Church  of  England,  409,  note,  632. 

Anointing,  at  Baptism,  124. 

Anointing  the  sick,  127. 

Ante-Nicene  Christian  Library,  14;  instances  of  bad  translations  in,  14. 

Anthropomorphites,  195-200;  see  ^* Incorporeal," 

Antioch;  a  canon  of,  79;  another,  268;  a  see  of  Peter;  rights  of  its  Bishop  in 

his  own  province  guaranteed  by  Nicsea,  411. 
Antipcedobaptism;  a  terrible  heresy,   123/  its  terrible  results  in  the   United 

States,  pre&ce  i.  and  iL 
Anti-Trinitarians  in  the  Anglican  Communion,  108;  elsewhere,  130;  preface,  ii. 
Antonius,  71. 
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^pol/inarianism,  8,  130. 

posiates;  the  prophets  speak  of  creature-worshipping  Israelites  who  yet  wor- 
shipped Jehovah,  as  having  forsaken  Him,  176. 

' pasties'*  Creed,    See  under  **  Creed^  the  so^alled  Apostles*.^* 

postleship^  3. 

postolic  Canons,  77. 

postolic  Constitutions^  31,  32,  77. 

ppellate jurisdiction,  Rome's  claims  to  in  Africa,  93.    See  Rome. 

\rab,  the;  God's  curse,  40. 

rchangely  no  archangel  to  be  worshipped,  104.  See  under  **An£^els,**  and 
words  there. 

rtan  test-terms.  See  under  "  Orthodox  test-terms ^^^  and  under  proper  words 
in  the  Greek  Index  to  this  volume. 

rianism,  8;  ascribed  to  Satan  by  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  167,  217, 
and  by  Theodoret,  168;  its  wide  spread  at  one  time  by  its  persecuting 
methods,  2[4>2i7;  by  denying  Christ's  Divinity  and  making  him  a 
created  God,  it  landed  in  Polytheism  and  creature-worship,  216,  217;  its 
novelty,  its  denial  of  God  the  Word's  Divinity,  its  Polytheism  and  its 
creature  worship,  denounced  by  St  Athanasius,  St  Kpiphanius,  Lucifer 
of  Cagliari,  and  Paustin,  217-256,  226,  227,  228,  229,  230,  and  Preface,  iv.; 
expressions  which  contain  Arian  heresy,  230,  and  163-256;  gave  acts 
of  religious  service,  such  as  prayer  and  bowing,  to  a  creature,  and  so  was 
guilty  of  creature  service.  See  under  ^^ Prayer, ^^  and  ** Bowing,"  and 
**Suicer,**  and  **  Faustin;*^  specimens  of  its  blasphemies,  252,  253; 
referred  to  by  Chromatins  as  ** creature-religion,*'  or  **  religion  of  a 
creature,  * '  253;  the  spread  of  creature-service  the  result  of  Arian  teaching, 
253.  See  **  Creature-Service,*'  and  253-256;  Arianism  antecedently  an- 
athematized by  St.  Paul  and  later  by  Nicsea,  page  345,  note  521;  its  test- 
terms,  see  under  "  Orthodox  test-terms-**  this  set  on,  Pre&ce,  iL-vi. 

rians^  130,  193  see  **Arius;**  were  bitter  persecutors,  214-217;  fell  when 
not  supported  by  the  secular  power,  216,  217;  even  Gibbon  testifies  that 
they  displayed  less  firmness  in  adversity  than  the  Orthodox,  216;  Scripture 
against  them,  218,  221;  see  "Arius**  and  **  Arianism,**  and  226;  com- 
pared to  the  Valentinians  and  the  followers  of  Paul  of  Samosata,  230,  231; 
creature-worship  pecuUar  to  them  and  to  the  heathen,  236,  237:  the  Ortho- 
dox not  guilty  of  it,  236,  237;  the  Orthodox  prohibition  of  creature- wor- 
ship approved  by  the  Third  Ecumenical  Sjmod,  237, 239,  and  by  the  Fifth, 
239.  See  "  Economic  Appropriation,**  "Arianism;**  specimens  of  their 
blasphemies,  252,  253;  they  used  the  Anathema  against  what  they  called 
heresy,  340;  are  anathematized  by  the  God-authorized  Universal  Church, 
341,  342;  and  by  Holy  Writ,  345,  note  521;  complained  of  the  Orthodox 
for  using  terms  in  sense  but  not  in  words  in  Scripture;  but  they  themselves 
used  terms  not  in  the  Scripture  sense  nor  in  the  words  of  Scripture,  345, 
note  522;  page  362,  note  543;  Busebius  of  Caesarea  admitted  that  Arian 
test-terms  are  not  in  Scripture,  page  345,  text,  and  note  522;  the  Arian 
terms  were  private  fancies,  those  of  the  Orthodox  authorized  by  the 


! 
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Christ-commissioned  court,  345,  note  532;  Athanasius'  exposure  of  the  in- 
consistency of  the  Arians  in  rejedting  Orthodox  test-words  because  they 
are  not  in  Scripture,  page  362,  note  543;  an  Ecumenical  Council  under  the 
guidance  of  the  Holy  Ghost  may,  in  new  circumstances,  state  God's  truth 
in  new  terms,  note  543;  Neander's  testimony  to  part  of  the  same  efied, 
note  543;  Anti-Trinitarians  of  our  day  inconsistent  like  the  Arians,  note 
543;  Eustathius  brands  the  Arians  as  godless,  373;  in  what  sense  they  are 
so,  note  592. 
Ariminum^  Coimcil  of,  215. 

AriuSf  the  heresiarch,  55,  58,  89,  115,  136,  142;  Arius  and  his  Heresies,  1(^-256, 
I75i  I76>  295,  note  462,  297,  300;  Arius,  164;  his  chanuSler  and  personal 
appearance,  166;  his  talents,  166;  his  pride  of  intellect,  166;  cheerM 
aspect  of  the  church  just  before  the  Arian  heresy  arose,  169;  the  b^^- 
ning  of  the  Arian  controversy,  170;  Arius  and  his  Heresies,  176-213,  this 
includes  his  own  statements  and  those  of  his  fnends  as  comments  on 
them;  extra<5ls  from  his  7^/ra,  220;  his  matters  between  his  expulsion 
from  the  Church  and  the  meeting  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  256, 
257;  he  deemed  God  the  Word  to  be  a  creature,  176-213,  205,  207,  217- 
256,  222,  381,  382,  383;  yet  said  that  He  was  before  all  other  created 
things,  and  that  God  the  Father  made  them  through  Him,  207;  denied  His 
coetemity  and  consubstantiality  with  the  Father,  213, 217-256,  226;  Athan- 
asius brands  Arianism  as  resulting  in  Polytheism  and  Creature- Worship, 
205;  and  as  an  apostasy  from  Christianity,  205,  217,  222,  226,  227,  232,  and 
as  from  the  DevU,  217;  St  Athanasius  and  other  Fathers  to  the  same  effi^rt, 
213-253;  spread  of  creature-service  the  result  of  Arian  teaching,  213,  253 
to  256.  See  also  **  Creaiure-Service;**  Arius'  writings,  176;  their  dates, 
178;  he  held  that  the  Son  of  God  could  change  as  the  Devil  did,  178^  20S; 
but  seems  to  have  rejected  that  horrible  blasphemy  afterwards,  178,  182, 
183;  his  letter  to  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  1 79-181;  its  creature-worship^ 
polytheism,  and  other  heresies,  1 81-183;  his  Profession  of  Faith,  i83-i88> 
remarks  on,  188-200;  in  what  sense  he  held  to  three  Subsistences,  that  is 
three  Hypostases,  186,  text  and  note;  held  God  to  be  without  a  body,  187; 
falsity  of  that  notion  according  to  others,  188-200;  his  statement  of  the 
ideas  of  Orthodox  men  on  Eternal  Birth,  191,  192;  held  God  to  be  without 
a  body,  188-200;  see  ** Incorporeal,**  and  **  No-Bodyites;**  his  Tlkalia,  200; 
it  was  condemned  in  the  First  S3mod,  200,  201;  its  date,  201;  its  text,  202- 
\  205;  St  Athanasius  on,  201,  202;  Arius'  Trinity  one  of  unlike  Substances, 

203,  text,  and  note  235,  204,  211;  like  Apollinaris  he  denied  to  Chfist  a 
human  mind,  and  so  denied  the  perfedlion  of  his  humanity,  page  206; 
made  God  the  Son  liable  to  sufifering,  206;  in  what  sense  he  was  a  Mono- 
physite,  206;  in  what  sense  a  Monothelite,  205;  held  Christ  not  to  be  real 
God,  but  God  only  by  communion,  and  not  the  real  Logos  of  the  Father, 
that  is  not  the  real  Reason  of  the  Father,  but  another  Logos,  208,  218, 
219,  220, 226,  227,  228;  and  that  he  cannot  know  the  Father  perfectly,  208, 
205;  nor  even  His  own  substance,  209;  and  that  he  is  not  of  His  sub- 
stance, 203,  etc;  and  that  He  is  not  His  real  Power,  but  a  power  in  the 
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sense  that  the  caterpillar  and  the  locnst  are,  208;  Arianism  a  novelty, 
218;  from  Satan,  218,  222;  like  the  Pagans  and  Jews  it  makes  the  Logos  a 
creature,  221,  text  and  note;  hence  Athanasius  and  the  rest  of  the 
Orthodox  reproach  him  with  the  fact  that,  on  his  own  principles,  he  was 
a  creature-server,  170,  178,  192,  205,  217-256;  see  **  Bowing  ^^  and 
^^ Prayer^^^  232,  twice;  and  see  **  Creature-Service;  **  a  creature-server  and 
apolytheist,  176, 182,  192,  205,  212,  213-256.  See  ''Arianism,**  and  221, 
225-229,  230,  232;  St.  Bpiphanius  condemns  Arianism  for  the  same  sius 
and  shows  that  Scripture  forbids  us  to  worship  any  creature,  and  that  the 
Orthodox  do  not,  240-247;  Lucifer  of  Cagliari  brands  Arianism  as 
"idolatry,'*  247,  248,  249;  see  ''  Lucifer  of  Cagliari;**  Paustin  brands  it 
aa  polytheism  and  creature-worship,  249-253;  see  **JFauslin,**  The 
Arians  held  the  Holy  Ghost  to  be  a  creature  inferior  to  the  Son,  209-213; 
and  created  by  the  Pather  through  the  Son,  210;  they  did  not  worship  the 
Holy  Ghost,  209-213;  they  made  God  the  Son,  as  a  creature,  worship  the 
Father;  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  a  creature  according  to  them,  and  all  other 
creatures  worship  the  Son  as  a  creature,  209-213;  the  Arian  service  to  the 
Son  was  relative  Creature-Service,  like  that  of  the  apostate  Israelites  in 
the  wilderness,  209-213;  see  Relative  Worship,  The  last  four  asser- 
tions proved  from  their  own  writings,  209-213;  St.  Athanasius  teaches 
that  to  worship  Christ  as  a  creature  is  to  turn  the  back  on  God,  227,  228, 
and  notes;  and  fall,  as  do  the  Arians,  into  pol3rtheism  and  paganism, 
though  they  vainly  deny  the  charge,  229.  See  Relative-  Worship.  Crea- 
ture-Worship an  error  of  the  pagans  and  the  Arians,  236;  the  Orthodox  not 
guilty  of  it,  236;  St  Eustathius  of  Antioch  in  the  Council  of  Nicaea 
brands  Arius  as  a  creature-worshipper,  277.  See  \*  Creature-Service.** 
Arian  documents,  277,  278. 

Arius,  a  second,  174,  188. 

Aries,  Coimcil  of,  A.  D.  353;  214. 

Aries,  387. 

Armenians,  53;  books  on  them,  54,  56,  62;  their  present  faith  and  practice,  their 
Creeds,  how  many  Councils  they  receive,  54-71;  their  differences  from  the 
Nestorians  and  from  Eutyches  according  to  one  vartabed,  54;  are  Mono- 
thelites,  55;  their  form  of  the  Trisagion,  55;  their  present  duty,  60,  61; 
were  long  free  from  the  use  and  the  worship  of  images,  68;  like  the  Syrian 
MonophjTsites,  71;  do  not  use  the  so-called  Apostles'  Creed,  84.  See 
•'Christmas.*' 

ArftMt  the  unbelieving,  favored  idolatry,  105,  108,  109;  a  so-called  Broad 
Churchman,  108. 

Assemani,  Joseph  Aloysius,  46, 71. 

Assemani,  J.  S.,  80,  note;  81,  note. 

Assyrian,  the,  40. 

Aslerius,  the  Arian,  189,  190. 

Aihanasian  Creed;  see  ''Creed,  the  Athanasian.** 

jitkanasius,  St.,  18,  32,  33,  42,  71,  83,  iii,  115,  134,  147,  x6o,  171,  180,  note  200, 
183,  184,  192,  201,  213  to  256,  267,  372;  see  also  under  "Arius**  and  "-4n- 
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anisfHf**  and  "Arians,'*  and  232;  his  ability  at  Nicaea,  360,  261;  his  text  of 
the  Creed,  505-308;  how  it  dififers  from  Busebius',  308  and  after;  his  opin 
ions  on  Eusebius  of  Caesarea*s  Letter  to  the  Caesareans^  336  to  351,  344i 
note  519;  357,  359;  on  a  Greek  word,  397;  on  Eternal  Birth,  Preface  iiL;  on 
Arianism,  Preface  iv. ;  his  Greek  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  306;  its  Engli^ 
translation,  307-319;  its  Latin  Version,  319-324. 

Athandsius  of  Anazarbus,  an  Arian,  180,  181,  note  574. 

Atheism;  that  is,  being  without  God  the  Word,  charged  on  the  Arians^  226. 

Atonement^  the  looseness  on,  108. 

Augshurgh^  Confession,  142,  151. 

Augusti,  131,  135,  notes;  136,  138,  and  after,  notes;  145,  146,  15a 

Augustine  of  Hippo,  Presbjrterians  on,  8;  against  monks  wearing  long  hair;  for 
Infant  Encharistizing,  91;  against  picture-worship,  107;  for  the  No-Bodj 
view,  199,  200. 

Authority ^  neglect  of  noticing  the  difference  between  the  Rcumenical  and  the 
local,  134. 

AuxanOf  164. 

AwOt  Mar,  49. 

Azguerd,  58. 

Azymes,  31, 

Babylonian^  the,  God's  curse  on  Israel,  40. 

Badger,  42,  43,  44,  text  and  notes;  45,  46,  47,  text  and  notes. 

Bairdy  H.  M.,  24. 

Balsamon,  268. 

Baptism,  15, 16;  Grotius  on,  page  16;  Rigaltius  on,  16;  Rabanua  Manms  on,  16; 
Matthew  Poole  on,  16;  debated  between  Greeks  and  Latins,  31;  trine 
immersion,  36,  90,  note;  122;  409,  note  632;  see  THne  Immersion; 
because  of  the  lack  of  it  on  the  part  of  the  Latins  the  Greeks  reject  their 
baptism,  etc.,  90,  91;  the  so-called  Evangelicals  on  Baptism,  109;  emer- 
sion in,the  rebirth  of  the  New  Testament,  123, 409,  note  632;  Reformed  con- 
fess it  to  be  "the  sacrament  ♦  »  »  of  *  *  *  regeneration,"  143;  error  of  Dean 
Stanley  on,  163;  difiference  in  century  III.,  between  Rome  on  one  side  and 
Csesarea  and  Carthage  on  the  other,  as  to  the  validity  of  heretical 
baptism,  398,  399;  newly-baptized  persons  not  to  be  ordained,  406,  407; 
baptism  called  the  "spiritual  dath**  by  the  Council  of  Nicaea,  407; 
baptize  means  dip,  407,  note  629;  409,  note  631;  mournful  and  terrible 
results  of  Antipoedobaptist  heresy  in  the  United  States,  Preface  L 

Bar-Hebraeus,  80,  note;  81,  note. 

Barsumas,  71,  72. 

Basil  of  Ancyra,  near  to  Orthodoxy  in  meaning  but  rejedted  the  eapieaaioo, 
*  *  of  the  same  substance,  * '  403. 

Basil  the  Great,  71,  215,  396-400,  text  and  notes. 

Baucalis,  172.    See  ** Alexandria.*^ 

Bede,  Venerable,  on  Arianism,  215. 

^^(ftV  Confession,  136. 

Benedict  XIIL,  Pope,  94,  95. 
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Bessarion,  28. 

Bethel  and  Dan,  calves  at,  109: 

Beza,  Theodore,  135,  151. 

Bidle,  the,  3,  4,  6;  pagan  sin  of  worshipping,  105;  creature-workers  and  im- 
age-worshippers shiin  its  words  and  their  sense,  402.  See  '^Scripture,** 
**Bin^ham**  and  ''Relative- Worship.'' 

Binding  and  loosing,  power  of,  given  to  all  the  Apostles,  263. 

Bingham^  on  unleavened  wafers  in  the  EuchariBt,  36,  37;  on  giving  the  bread  and 
cup  separately,  39;  errs  in  one  place  terribly  by  salving  over  relative- 
worship,  41.  See  ''Relative- Worship,'*  On  the  Trisagion,  60;  on  the 
Oriental  Church  veil,  69;  on  the  Confirmation  and  Eucharistizing  of  in- 
fants in  the  Ancient  Church,  91,  92;  on  trine  immersion,  122,  123.  See 
"Trine  Immersion,"  "Bingham,"  and  "Bible." 

Bishops,  should  control  all  Church  property,  90,  108,  118,  119,  120;  should 
manage  it  well,  119;  no  man  newly-baptized  to  be  made  a  Bishop, 
407;  rule  as  to  their  appointment  and  ordination,  408,  409;  power  of  the 
Metropolitan,  408,  409;  right  and  power  of  each  Bishop  to  discipline  his 
clergy  and  laity;  their  right  to  appeal  to  the  Synod  of  their  province  from 
their  own  Bishop's  decision;  it  must  meet  twice  a  year  to  receive  such  ap- 
peals and  to  decide  such  cases,  410,  411;  no  one  to  become  a  Bishop 
without  the  Metropolitan's  consent,  412,  413;  rank  of  the  Bishop  of  Aelia, 
that  is  of  Jerusalem,  in  his  province,  412,  413;  how  Catharist  Bishops  and 
clerics  are  to  be  received,  412,  413;  no  Bishop  to  ordain  unexamined,  im. 
moral  or  unbelieving  persons  to  the  presbyterate,  414,  415;  no  one  who 
has  f;^len  into  idolatry  01^  denial  of  Christ  in  time  of  persecution,  etc,  to 
be  made  Bishop  or  presbyter  or  deacon,  etc. ;  if  he  is  ordained,  his  ordina- 
tion is  null  and  void,  414,  415;  how  the  Bishop  is  to  readmit  to  the 
Thanksgiving  laics  who  fell  into  creature-serdce  or  denial  of  Christ  with- 
out force  being  used  against  them,  or  without  danger,  in  the  persecution 
by  Licinius,  the  pagan,  414,  415;  how  he  was  to  receive  those  Christians 
who  re-entered  the  military  service  of  Licinius,  the  pagan  enemy  of  Christ 
and  of  Christians,  and  how  he  might  lighten  the  term  of  their  public 
repentance,  416,  417;  how  he  is  to  order  as  to  giving  the  Eucharist  to  the 
dying  penitent;  and  to  all  the  dying;  what  his  duty  is  if  they  recover, 
418,  419;  how  he  was  to  receive  catechumens  who  fell  away  in  the  perse- 
cution by  Licinius,  418,  419;  no  Bishop,  presb3rter  or  deacon  to  be 
translated  from  his  own  diocese  to  another,  418,  419;  how  presb3rters, 
deacons  and  lower  clerics  who  remove  from  their  own  diocese  into 
another  are  to  be  dealt  with;  no  Bishop  to  ordain  one  who  belongs  to 
another's  diocese;  such  ordinations  pronounced  invalid,  420,  421;  not 
to  take  usury,  not  to  get  base  gain,  423,  424;  under  pain  of  deposition, 
422,  423;  not  to  permit  deacons  to  assume  the  functions  and  peculiar 
privileges  of  Bishops  and  presbjrters,  422,  423;  to  depose  them  if  they  are 
disobedient,  422,  423;  how  they  were  to  receive  the  Paulianists,  clerical 
and  lay,  when  they  came  to  the  Universal  Church,  424,  425;  the  law  as  to 
standing  in  prayer  which  Bishops,  as  guardians  of  the  canons,  must 
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enforce,  424,  425;  a  Bishop  might  provide  the  place  of  a  countxy  Bishop 
for  a  converted  Novatian  Bishop,  415;  two  Bishops  not  to  have  the  same 
city,  415;  any  Bishop  might  shorten  public  penance,  417. 
BithenuSt  an  Arian  Bishop,  210. 

Blackmore^  24. 

Bloody  Mary,    See  ''Mary  the  Bloody^ 

Blunt,  J,  //.,  195,  200. 

Bohemian  Confession,  the,  28,  137,  138,  140,  144. 

Bohn's  translations  of  Socrates,  Theodoret,  and  Sozomen,  200,  note  228. 

Bona,  87,  91. 

Boimng,  an  act  of  religious  service,  104,  105,  231,  note  309;  Athanasins  proves 
that  the  Logos,  that  is  the  Word,  is  God,  because  Abraham  bowed  to  Him 
as  Lord,  231,  text  and  note  309,  and  teaches  that  all  religions  bowing  11 
prerogative  to  God,  233,  234;  that  proved  from  the  fact  that  Peter  would 
not  receive  it  from  Cornelius,  234,  and  from  the  fiict  that  the  angel  would 
not  receive  anything  like  it  from  the  Apostle  John,  234;  that  Christ  is 
shown  to  be  God  because  Scripture  gives  it  to  him  again  and  again;  texts 
cited  in  proof,  234,  235,  note  323,  324;  St  Epiphanius  condemns  the  Aiian 
creature-worship  and  teaches  that  bowing  as  an  act  of  religious  service  is 
prerogative  to  God,  and  that  as  Scripture  gives  it  to  God  the  Word  he  must 
be  God,  240,  241,  242;  and  that  no  creature  can  be  worshipped  by  bowing, 
242,  243,  244,  245;  the  Universal  Church  worships  no  creature,  245,  246, 
247;  Faustin,  a  presbyter  of  Rome,  teaches  the  same  dodbines,  249-252. 
See  ''Creature-Service,''  " Relative- Worship,''  " Invocation  0/ Saints," 

Bringer  Forth  of  God,  that  expression  rejected  by  the  Nestoxiaxis,  46u  Sec 
"  Mother  of  God," 

Broad  Churchman,  io8. 

Bucer,  139. 

Bull,  Bishop,  37,  41. 

Bui  linger,  150,  151. 

Burial,  Christian,  127.    See  ''Freemasonry." 

Butler,  131,  150. 

Caesarea  in  Cappadocia,  succession  of  Bishops  there,  397,  note;  398,  399,  400; 
probably  an  apostolic  see,  398,  399,  400. 

Calvin,  8,  139. 

Canons  of  the  First  Four  Ecumenical  Councils,  24;  how  observed  in  the  Greek 
Church,  24,  38;  in  the  Latin,  88;  the  Reformed  on,  156,  157,  160;  Canon 
XXVI.  of  the  Fourth  on  Church  property,  90;  the  Canons  of  the  first 
Four  Ecumenical  Synods  are  binding,  98-128;  neglect  of  many  of  them 
in  the  Anglican  Communion,  98-128;  some  of  the  ancients  looked  upon 
such  of  them  as  were  agreed  to  by  the  West  and  the  East  as  infallible,  98; 
their  importance,  99;  on  clerical  marriage  and  on  celibacy,  126;  Canon  VI. 
of  Nicaea,  154;  Canon  I.  of,  195;  the  Canons  of  the  First  Bcnmenical 
Council  in  Greek  and  English,  404-425  inclusive. 

Carpones,  174,  188. 

Carpzovius,  12S. 
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ihagCy  Councils  at,  5;  their  adtion  against  Rome's  claim  there,  93;  Preface  iL 

siodare,  274. 

iration,  persons  castrated  of  their  own  free  will  not  to  be  clerics,  406,  407. 

echumens.  Canons  of  Nicaea  regarding  them,  407,  408,  417,  419,  425. 

harisiSf  that  is  Novatians;  clerical  and  lay.  See  **Novatians.**  How  they  are 
to  be  received  when  they  come  to  the  Universal  Church,  413. 

holiCf  the,  that  is  the  Universal  Church.  See  under  "  Councils,  the  Six  Ecu- 
tnenical;**  trine  immersion,  the  common  mode  of  baptism  in  it  for  centu- 
ries, note  632,  page  409. 

tpones,  170,  171. 

fe,  326. 

idoiy  of  the  clergy,  37,  126. 

tlcedon.  See  ** Fourth  Ecumenical  Synod^^*  and  "Councils,  the  Six  Ecu- 
menical.** s. 

tncel,  the  open,  40. 

irles  /.,  of  England,  105. 

tries  IX,,  of  France,  135. 

HsmingSf  124. 

Hst,  the  Universal  Church,  on  the  worship  of  His  humanity,  103,  104; 
Athanasius  on,  233,  234,  235,  237,  238;  Epiphanius  on,  240-244.  See 
** Humanity,**  His  two  Natures,  154;  no  creature,  but  real  God,  218;  His 
full  Divinity  set  forth  by  Athanasius,  Epiphanius  and  others,  213-256;  His 
Incarnation,  231;  the  sole  Savior,  235;  prayer  in  His  name,  page  235, 
text,  and  note  330;  our  Sole  Mediator,  Intercessor,  and  Atoner,  239;  the 
8u£ferings  of  His  human  nature  economically  appropriated  to  His  Divinity 
to  avoid  invoking  or  otherwise  worshipping  a  creature,  233-240;  the 
Arian  error  of  worshipping  Him  as  a  creature  compared  to  the  worship  of 
Nebuchadnezzar's  Image,  241,  242.  See  "Idolatry**  and  "Image^ 
Worship  *  *  and  *  *  L  ucifer  of  Cagliari,  *  * 

Hstian  burial,  127.    See  *  *  Freemasonry.  *  * 

ristmas,  Armenians  celebrate  Christ's  Birth  on  Epiphany,  57,  60. 

romatius,  against  Arianism,  253. 

rysostom,John,  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  79,  90,  147,  194  to  200;  his  quarrel 
against  St.  Epiphanius  and  St  Theophilus,  194  to  200;  refuses  to  condemn 
either  Origen  or  Incorporealism,  198.  See  "Epiphanius**  and  "The- 
ophilus,** 

rystaVs  History  of  Modes  of  Baptism,  90,  notes;  122,  and  Preface,  page  i, 
note. 

urch  Authority,  need  of,  161. 

urch  of  Holy  Wisdom,  12. 

\urch  of  England,  trine  immersion  in  409,  note  632.    See  "Anglican  Church.** 

urch,  the  Greek.    See  **  Greek  Church.** 

urch,  the  Latin.    See  "Latin  Church,** 

urch,  the  Universal.  See  "  Catholic  Church**  and  '*  Councils,  the  Six  Ecu- 
menical.** 

urch  property,  should  be  controlled  by  Bishops  through  their  stewards,  118. 
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Church  rule  or  CanoHy  binding,  415. 

Clemens  t  71. 

Clergy^  should  be  placed,  removed  and  governed  by  their  Bishops,  I18, 119^  u(\  | 
the  Bishop  must  provide  for  them,  119;  should  be  celibates  or  but  once  ^^ 
married  and  that  before  ordination,  126;  the  enadbnents  of  Nicaea  on 
"  Clerics  "  are  as  follows:  No  voluntarily  castrated  person  to  be  a  cleric, 
407;  nor  one  newly  baptized,  409;  no  cleric  to  have  a  co-in4ed  womsn, 
408,  409;  exceptions,  408,  409;  if  excommunicated  or  deposed,  by  thdr 
own  Bishop,  they  may  appeal  to  the  bi-yearly  Council  of  the  Bishops  of 
the  province,  411;  clerics  who  fell  into  image-worship,  or  cieatnrfr 
invocation,  or  denial  of  Christ,  in  time  of  persecution,  not  to  be  promoted; 
if  promoted  to  be  deposed,  412.  See  ^^BishoPt*^  '*  JVesdyier"  and 
"Deacon,** 

Co-in-led  women,  no  cleric  to  have  one,  408,  409;  exceptions,  408,  409. 

ColensOf  Bishop,  108. 

Coligny,  Admiral  of  France,  135. 

Colluthians,  170,  171. 

ColluthuSy  170;  a  presbyter  only,  he  ordains;  but  his  ordinations  are  r^edled,  171. 

Colobion,  166;  text  and  note. 

Commefnoration  of  the  faithful  departed,  127. 

Communication  of  the  Properties  of  Christ's  Two  Natures  (Commnnicatio  Idio- 
matum),  130. 

Conception t  prevention  of,  126. 

Confession^  to  be  guarded  and  diredled  by  sound  Bishops  only,  125;  joined  with 
Anointing  of  the  Sick,  127. 

Confessions f  various,  of  the  Reformed,  131-163,  141,  155. 

Confessionum  Sylloge^  128. 

Confirmation  of  infants,  91. 

Constance,  Council  of,  A.  D.  1414;  95,  156. 

Constantine,  the  Great,  155,  164,  175,  213,  372;  fails  at  first  to  understand  the 
vastness  of  the  matters  involved  in  the  Arian  controversy,  257,  258; 
afterwards  does  better,  257;  follows  the  advice  of  the  Bishops  and  gathers 
the  Council,  257,  258;  Hosius'  influence  over  him,  257,  258;  puts  the 
public  conveyances  at  the  service  of  the  Bishops,  and  fixes  up  one  of  the 
palace  buildings  for  them,  258,  264;  is  present  at  the  great  session,  but 
defers  to  the  Bishops  as  supreme  in  their  sphere,  the  spiritual,  259,  264, 
265,  266;  entertains  them,  266;  Eusebius  of  Csesarea,  {he  Arian,  flatters 
him  as  though  his  approval  were  better  than  that  of  the  Cotmcil  of 
Nicaea,  339,  340,  341;  and  asserts  that  the  Emperor  held  his  own  views  as 
to  the  non-separation  of  God  the  Word's  Substance  from  the  Father's, 
340,  341,  and  note  504;  Zosimus,  the  pagan's  account  of  his  conversion, 
385-388;  his  course  after  he  began  openly  to  favor  Christianity,  385-388; 
made  a  catechumen  at  Helenopolis,  386,  note;  is  baptized  and  dies  at  Nioo- 
media,  386,  note. 

/  Constantinople,  the  Second  Ecumenical  Synod,  i,  2,  5,  11,  13;  do  the  Nestor^ 
ians  receive  it?  47,  48,  49,  52;  the  Armenians  on,  58,  note;  79^ 
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ConstantinoplUan  Creed,  A.  D.  381;  47,  48,  50.  See  '^  Creed  of  the  Second 
Ecumenical  Council,** 

Conslantinople^  the  Second  Council  of,  A.  D.  553;  58,  note;  80;  its  Anathema  IX., 
which  forbids  to  worship  Christ,  **j«  two  Natures,**  90,  104,  115,  239; 
compare  the  references  to  C3rril  of  Alexandria's  Anathema,  VIIL,  under 
•*  Cyril  of  Alexandria,** 

Constantinople,  patriarch  of,  27,  28;  wrong  titles  given  to  him,  325. 

Constantinople,  the  Third  Council  of,  A.  D.  680;  58,  note;  80. 

Constantinople^  local  Council  of,  A.  D.  448;  79. 

Constantius,  the  Arian  Emperor,  177;  213,  214,  222,  247,  248. 

Constitutions f  Apostolic.    See  **Apostolic  Constitutions.'* 

Consubstantiation,  error  of,  held  by  some  Romanizers  in  England,  107. 

Contogonis,  33. 

Convention  System  of  the  Protestant-Episcopal  Church,  100. 

Copts f  the,  are  Monophysites;  their  present  errors,  50-54. 

Corybant,  168. 

Councils,  the  Six  Ecumenical;  meaning  of  Ecumenical,  269;  what  they  are,  i; 
their  authority  and  reception,  1-8;  how  their  do<5lrines  are  regarded  by 
Trinitarian  scholars,  8,  9;  how  they  compare  in  importance  with  local 
councils  and  the  opinions  of  individual  writers,  9;  what  of  them 
has  been  translated  into  English,  9;  their  value  to  the  mere  his- 
toric student  and  to  the  man  who  does  not  profess  Christianity,  9,  10; 
to  what  extent  their  acts  are  well  and  thoroughly  known,  10,  11;  what  we 
propose  to  do  regarding  them;  prospe<5lus  of  this  series,  and  what  we  ask 
of  learned  Christians,  11-20;  the  originals  of,  17;  their  reception  in  the 
Eastern  Communions,  21;  the  Greek  Church  receives  them,  22,  text,  and 
notes;  its  duty  as  to  them,  37,  40,  41;  Nestorians  on,  23;  Monophysites 
on,  23,  56;  Latins,  Anglicans,  Lutherans  and  other  Westerns  on,  23; 
Latins  on,  88,  89,  90;  their  duty  as  to,  90-95;  power  of  Ecumenical 
Councils  superior  to  Rome,  94,  95;  the  VI.  Ecumenical  Councils  in  the 
Anglican  Church,  97;  their  Canons,  see  under  ^^  Canons  of  the  first  Fout 
Ecumenical  Councils.**  Looseness  of  some  Anglicans  on  the  Six  Synods, 
their  Canons,  and  on  Episcopacy,  108;  the  Lutherans  on,  129,  130;  the 
Reformed  on,  131-163;  the  first  Four,  134;  a  Reformed  Confession  com- 
plains of  the  neglect  of  holy  and  necessary  decrees  of  Councils,  and  asks 
for  a  new  Council,  156;  another  approves  the  Creeds  and  Definitions  of 
the  Six  S3mods,  156,  157;  the  Westminster  Confession  on  Councils,  157, 
158;  need  of  the  VI.  as  authority,  161;  a  basis  of  union,  161;  fix  the  sense 

'  of  the  Greek  term,  kn,  in  Scripture,  where   the   doctrine  on  Christ  is 

.   involved,  note  57 1 ;  Councils  which  oppose  the  VI.  to  be  rej edled,  note  571. 

Council,  local  of  Alexandria;  condemns  Arius,  178. 

Covet,  John,  D.  D.,  24. 

Covetousness,  forbidden,  421, 

Cowper,  on  Hosius,  280. 

Cranmer,  Archbishop,  115. 

Creature-Service,  12,  24,  38,  40,  59;  167,  note  146;  169,  170,  177;  condemned  by 
the  Third  Synod  and  the  Fifth,  89,  90;  exists  among  the  Greeks,  93,  94;  is 
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a  bar  to  union,  94;  forbidden  by  the  Universal  Church,  103-110;  Anglicans 
who  were  not  true  to  that  prohibition,   1 03-1 10;  proper  course  for  the 
Bishops  to  pursue  against  such,  107;  see  also  **  Nicaea,*^  and  **j4rius,'' 
and  **Ariantsm/*  and  192;  fostered  by  Arianism,  214-217;  condemned  by 
Athanasius,  233;  and  by  Theodoret  so  far  as  the  Arian  worship  of  a  created 
Logos  is  concerned,  233;  and  by  Suicer,  233;  Athanasius  states  that  Ortho- 
dox Christians  do  not  worship  a  creature;  but  that  **ihai  is  the  error  of 
the  heathen  and  the  Arians^'*  236,  (compare  note  553,  page  365);  and  that 
**  when  we  worship  the  Lord  in  fleshy  we  are  not  worshipping  a  creature^ 
but  the  Creator  who  has  put  on  the  created  body^^*  236;  Arians  perverted 
Scripture  to  try  and  prove  creature-service  to  be  right,  236;  falsity  of  the 
statement  of  modem  paganizers  that  irpooKwiu^  **IboWf**  is  not  used  for 
the  highest  worship,  that  is  the  worship  of  God,  jut  that  Xarpevu  is,  236; 
and  page  227,  note  302;  and  page  228,  note  303;  our  duty  towards  all  per- 
sistent creature-servers,  248,  249;  spread  of  creature-service  the  result  of 
Arian  teaching,  253-256;  though  they  may  not-  themselves  have  wor- 
shipped angels  or  saints,  253;  none  in  the  Church  before  the  Arian  Contro- 
versy, 253,  254;  but  Athanasius  and  Epiphanius  predicted  truly  that  the 
Arian  service  of  a  created  Son  would  not  stop  there  but  would  be  extended 
toother  creatures,  254;  Newman's  statement  admits  that  result,  254;  curses 
brought  on  the  Church  by  creature-worship,  255,  325;  blessings  which 
came  on  the  Reformed  nations  by  discarding  it,  255;  the  Universal  Church 
forbids  all  creature- worship,  255,  see  "Mohammed;*^  the  leaders  of  the 
Oxford  movement  in  their  Romanizing  tendency  did  not  protest  against 
it  and  denounce  it  as  God  does,  and  as  he  demands  of  us  to,  note  525,  page 
348,  349;    Eusebius  of  Nicomedia's  teaching  ends  in  creature-worship, 
page  364,  note  550,  and  page  365,  note  553;  the  Arian  creature-worship  is 
cut  up,  root  and  branch,  by  the  expression  in  the  two  Ecumenical  Creeds, 
**Otlhe  same  substance,**  382;  creature-servers  can  not  defend  their  errors 
by  Scripture,  402. 

Creeds f  the  general  topic,  85;  334,  note  487;  350-359;  their  value,  147;  see 
**  Nicaea**  Eastern  and  Western  types  of,  334,  note  487;  thorough  Scrip- 
turalness  of  the  two  Ecumenical  Symbols;  inconsistency  and  wrong  of 
the  Arians  and  other  Anti-Trinitarians  for  faulting  them  on  that  ground, 
400;  superior  in  Scripturalness  to  much  in  later  Professions,  Confessions 
and  late  local  Creeds,  400-404. 

Creed,  or  Profession  of  Faith  of  Eusebius,  Bishop  ofCaesarea,  339,  340;  was  it 
the  basis  of  the  Nicene  Creed?  336-359;  was  it  the  Arian  document 
which  the  Bishops  of  the  Council  tore  up?  359-376. 

Creed,  of  the  First  Ecumenical  Council,  that  is  the  Nicene,  that  is  that  of  the 
318,  pages  17,  18, 25, 28, 29,  35,  85,  95,  102,  128,  131;  on  the  No-Body  view, 
200,  and  Preface  ii.;  its  adherents  persecuted  by  the  Arians,  216;  when 
adopted,  262.  See  under  *'Nicaea,**  The  Greek  of  the  Nicene  Creed  is 
on  page  306,  the  English  translation  on  page  307;  Was  there  any 
declarative  Creed  before  it?  329,  330;  Does  any  Ante-Nicene  author 
mention  any  such  Creed  ?  330-334;  the  Nicene  is  not  an  amplification  of 
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the  so-called  Apostles',  334-336;  Did  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in  his  Pro- 
fession of   Faith  furnish  the    basis  of  the  Nicene  Creed,   or   is    that 
Profession  of  Eusebius  the  same  as  an  Arian  document  which  the  Fathers 
of  Nicaea  tore  up  ?  336-376;  Comparison  between  Eusebius'  Profession, 
the  Nicene  Creed,  the  Creed  of  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  and  that  of  Rome, 
35^>~357;    relations  of  those  documents  to  each  other  considered,   ibid; 
Athanasius*   account  of  how  the  Council  negatived  Arian  expressions, 
357-359;  is  Eusebius'  Professsion  the  Arian  document  which  the  Fathers 
of  the  Council  tore  up?  359-376;  What  facts  have  reached  us  as  to  who 
were  the  most  a<Slive  at  Nicaea  for  the  expression  ^^  Of  the  same  sub- 
stance^* (Sfiooi'oiov)^  and  against  Arian  Creature-Service?  376-391;  Hosius 
*^  set  forth  the  faith  in  Nicaea^**  376-383;  its  Creed  enshrines  the  Faith 
held  to  from  the  beginning,  390;  who  wrote  the   Creed  of  the  318*  at 
Nicaea?  396-400;  its  Scripturalness,  400;   the    inconsistent    and    hypo- 
critical course  of  the  Arian  party  in  signing  and  afterwards  reje<5ting  the 
terms  of  the  Nicene  Creed  which  teach  the  Consubstantiality  of  the  Son 
with  the  Father,  and  in  pleading  that  they  reje<5ted  them  because  they 
are  not  in  Scripture,  while  they  themselves  used  terms  which  are  not  in 
Scripture  to  express  their  heresy,  401-404,  400;  Dissertation  on  words  in 
the  Nicene  Anathema  as  to  when  the  Birth  of  the  Word  out  of  the  Father 
took  place,  Preface  ii.,  iii.;  another  oathe  Creed's  teaching  as  to  whether 
God  has  a  body  or  not,  Preface  ili. 
Creedy  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Synod,  that  is  that  of  the  130,  or  Constantino- 
**olitan,  17,  21,  22,  25,  29,  35,  83,  85;  during  a  time  in  the  middle  ages  it 
was  the  Baptismal  Creed  of  the  Roman  Church,  86;  guards  the  dodirine 
of  the  Trinity  better  than  the  so-called  Apostles',  86;  dhould  be  made  the 
Baptismal  Creed  in  the  West  again,  86;  a.  tendency  to  do  it  away  is  a 
mark  of  error,  86;  a  fable,  perhaps,  the  cause  of  its  not  being  yet  the 
Baptismal  Creed  in  the  West,   86;  in  the  Anglican  Church,   96,  102; 
among  the  Lutherans,  128;  among  the  Reformed,  131,  136,  138,  140,  142, 
144;  on  the  No-Body  view,  200.    See  under  ** Nicaea,*'  ''Christ,**  and 
"  Councils,  the  Six  Ecumenical,** 
r,  the  so-called  Apostles*,  3,  7,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30,  31,  32,  43,  45,  50,  67,  68; 
it  is  not  used  by  the  Orientals,  84;  where  it  might  be  used  in  the  West, 
86;  in  the  Anglican  Church,  97;  among  the  Lutherans,  129;  among  the 
Reformed,  132-163,  136,  140,  142,  143;  feble  of  the  XII.  Apostles  having 
made  its  XII.  Articles,  146;  why  it  should  not  be  used  in  baptism,  but 
the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council  should,  note  474,  pages  317, 
318;  an  earlier  and  shorter  form  of  it  may  have  existed  before  Nicaea, 
3291  330;  does  not  appear  at  Nicaea,  330-334;  relation  of  Rufinus  and  of 
Ambrose  on  it,  330-334;  Marcellus  of  Ancyra's,  331-334;  the  so-called 
Apostles'  is  not  the  basis  of  the  Nicene,  334-336,  350-359;  is  first  found  in 
Rufinus  or  Ambrose,  334;  how  the  English  Church  speaks  of  it,  334;  the 
Greeks  at  Florence  testify  that  they  had  never  seen  it,  335;  conclusions 
«w  to  it,  335;  the  Nicene  Creed  is  of  the  Eastern  type,  335,  336;  the  early 
Roman  form  of  the  so-called  Apostles'  compared  with  the  Profession  of 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  with  the  Nicene  Creed,  and  that  of  Jerusalem,  350- 
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359;  reckoned  in  the  Middle  Ages  to  have  XIL  Articles,  392,  note  618; 
why,  ibid. 

Creed  of  Jerusalem^  329,  text  and  note  480,  330-334,  see  ^'Nicata;**  compared 
with  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Profession,  the  Nicene  Creed,  and  with  the 
Roman  Local  Creed,  350-359. 

Creed  0/ Gregory  the  Wonder-Worker^  26,  33;  34,  text  and  note;  35,  329,  330. 

Creed,  the  Aihanasian,  32-36,  43,  45,  52, 53, 67,  68,  87;  its  nse  in  the  West  in  the 
Middle  Ages,  87;  in  the  Anglican  Church,.  97;  among  the  Lntherans,  129; 
among  the  Reformed,  132,  134,  136,  138,  140,  142,  144. 

Creed  of  Pope  Pius  IV.  in  the  Roman  Church,  87;  sin  of  signing  or  approving 
it,  87. 

Creyghton,  Rev,  R„  27;  28,  note. 

Crispus,  382. 

Cross,  the,  70, 1 14;  the  material  cross  not  used  in  the  primitive  church,  91;  shonld 
not  be  in  Churches  now,  91, 114;  idolatrous  worship  of  by  some  few  in  the 
Anglican  Church,  114,  115. 

Croztm  of  presbyters,  125. 

Crucifix,  105,  108. 

Crusi,  C.  F,,  translator  of  Eusebius*  History,  287. 

Customs,  local,  of  different  parts  of  the  Church,  wisest  course  on,  70^  99. 

Customs,  universal,  91.    See  **  Always,*^  etc. 

Cyprian,  St,  91,  147,  158,  189  twice;  398,  399. 

O^VSt  of  Alexandria,  3;  11,  note;  18,46,  47,  50,  71,  74,  79,  83,  90,  104, 107,  115, 
134,  160,  163,  192,  199,  200,  239;  his  Anathema,  VIH.,  90,  104,  115,  239^ 
193;  his  Anathema,  XII.,  58,  59,  74,  and  239;  his  XIL  Anathemas,  47,  74^ 
90,  104,  239;  misunderstood  by  Luther,  3;  St  Cyril  of  Alexander  is  op- 
posed by  the  Nestorians,  46,  47,  50,  90,  104,  107,  115;  and  referred  to  with 
approval  by  the  Monoph3rsites,  but  misunderstood  by  them,  71,  74,  79;  re- 
ferred to  with  approval  by  a  Reformed  Confession,  134,  160;  on  Eternal 
Birth,  18,  83,  192;  as  to  God's  having  a  body,  199, 200, 193-199;  against  the 
Real  Presence  of  Christ's  Divinity,  and  of  the  flesh  and  blood  of  the  bocfy 
born  of  Mary  on  the  table  in  the  Eucharist,  and  against  the  view  that  they 
are  eaten  there,  50;  see,  besides,  a  Dissertation  to  be  published  on  Rhe- 
sus on  that  theme.  St  Cyril  was  outrageously  abused  by  the  Nestorian 
Theodoret,  163. 

CynV  of  Jerusalem,  123;  329,  note  480;  331,  and  Preface  L,  note. 

Damas,  400. 

Dan  and  Bethel,  calves  at,  109. 

Deaconesses,  425. 

Deacons,  not  to  be  translated  to  another  diocese,  421;  penalty,  421;  not  to 

the  fun<5lions  or  privileges  of  Bishops  or  Presbjrters,  423;  penalty,  423. 

Dead,  prayers  for,  127. 

DeBroglie,  on  Arian  persecutions,  214;  on  Gelasius  of  Cyzicus,  327. 

Decalogue,  137. 

Decretals,  the  False  of  Isidore,  89. 

De  Femey,  147. 

Definition,  Norms  of,  89. 
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Deiparay  iy>, 

I>idionary  of  Chrisiian  AnOquUies^  Smith  and  Cheetham*8,  14. 

Diocletian  y  175. 

Diodore  of  Tarsus,  49,  58,  note;  fault  of  the  Syrian  Bishops  in  not  excommuni- 
cating him,  106. 

IHonysiuSy  71. 

Dionysius,  an  Armenian  Bishop,  62,  64,  67,  68. 

DianysiuSf  of  Milan,  214. 

Dionysius  111,  Syrian  Monophysite  Patriarch,  8a 

DioscoruSy  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  52,  71,  76,  77,  78,  79. 

Dioscorus,  or  Discorus,  an  Origenizing  monk,  who  denied  that  God  has  a  body, 
and  opposed  St  Theophilus  on  that  point,  i94-2oa 

DiscoruSy  an  Origenizer,  194.    See  **Dioscorus,** 

Dissertations  on  Nicaea,  Preface,  and  17,  18, 189,  190. 

Divinity  of  God  the  Word,  denied  by  some  who  claim  to  be  Anglicans^  108; 
worshipped  by  the  Orthodox,  167. 

Divorce y  126. 

Donatists,  appeal  to  Constantine,  387. 

Dorty  S3mod  of,  137. 

Duad,  204. 

Dulaurier,  B.,  57,  note,  62. 

Dupin^  326. 

D^ten,  35,  note. 

Eastern  Church.    See  "  Greek  Church.^^ 

Eastern  Diocese,  180. 

Eastern  Empire,  the,  11. 

Ebionites,  292. 

Economic  Appropriation,  the  sufferings  of  the  Man  put  on  by  God  the  Word  are 
attributed  to  God  the  Word  to  avoid  invoking  a  creature  and  other  a^  of 
creature-worship,  237,  text  and  note  344;  238,  239,  240,  58,  6a 

Ecumenical,  meaning  of  the  term,  259.    See  "  Councils,  the  Six.** 

Edgar's  testimony  on  Arianism,  214-217. 

Education,  should  be  Christian,  95. 

Edtvard  VL,  123. 

Egypt,  All. 
Elijah,  115. 

Elizabeth,  Queen,  123. 

Elvira,  Council  of,  A.  D.  305;  114. 

Emperors,  great  Christian  did  not  usurp  the  prerogatives  of  Bishops,  but  re- 
ferred theological  questions  to  them,  and  convoked  them  in  council  to 
get  their  judgment  on  them,  155;  they  obeyed  them,  10;  a  Confession  of 
the  Reformed  exhorts  Emperors  to  follow  those  examples,  155. 

Emperors,  the  Greek,  10. 

England,  blessed  for  being  true  to  the  doctrine  that  God  alone  is  to  be  wor- 
shipped, 104,  105;  curses  in  store  for  the  English-speaking  nations  for 
their  present  degeneracy  on  that  matter,  105. 
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English-speaking  nations^  they  must  witness  for  God  or  be  punished,  107. 

Ephesus,  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council,  46,  47,  52,  58,  text,  and  note  77. 

EphesuSy  A.  D.  449,  the  Robbers*  Council,  76,  78,  79,  80,  159. 

Ephraitn^  71. 

Epiphanius,  39,  40,  113,  165,  170,  183;  186,  note;  for  the  do<Sbrine  that  God  has  a 
^^ody,  193-200,  see  *'  Theophilus;''  Epiphanius  with  his  Synod  condemns 
Origen  the  Anti-Bodyite,  19S,  199;  against  Arianism  and  Creatore-Wor- 
ship,  240-247;  Preface  iv.    See  '*  Chrysostomy 

Epiphany,  57,  60. 

Episcopacy,  looseness  on,  108,  109;  lack  of,  a  loss,  161. 

Etertial  Birth  and  Non-Eternal  Birth,  17;  J.  H.  Newman  on,  17,  no;  Theo- 
philusof  Antioch  on,  17,  84,  no;  Origen  on,  18,  83,  no;  Athanasins  and 
Cyril  of  Alexandria  on,  18,  84,  no;  other  writers  on,  no;  the  Sir  Ecnmen- 
ical  Councils  on,  83,  84,  no;  duty  of  the  Anglican  Church  on,  no,  in, 
188-193.    See  also  ^^Alexandrian  School.** 

Etchmiadzin,  58,  note. 

Etheridge.J,  W.,  71. 

Eucharist,  43;  Greek  abuse  in  the  reception,  38;  worship  of  the  consecrated  ele- 
ments by  the  Greeks,  by  the  Nestorians,  and  by  the  Ethiopians,  50,  53; 
and  by  a  few  idolatrous  Anglicans,  107,  1 14;  and  by  the  Greeks  and  the 
Ethiopian^  before  consecration,  53;  Armenians  use  wine  without  water  and 
unleavened  wafers  in,  57;  anciently  given  to  infants  as  among  the  Greeks 
yet,  91;  deemed  necessary  for  them,  by  the  early  Church,  91;  St  Cyril  of 
Alexandria  against  the  error  of  an  alleged  Real  Presence  of  the  adhial 
Divinity  of  Christ  and  of  his  humanity  there,  and,  of  course,  of  their 
worship  there,  and  of  Cannibalism  there,  114,  115;  see  Real  Presence;  the 
Greeks  should  give  the  bread  and  wine  separately  as  of  yore;  not  in  a 
spoon  together  as  now,  39;  irreverence  of  the  change,  39;  the  TruUan 
Canon  CI.   forbids  the  present  custom,  39;  the  Constantinopolitan  the 
Eucharistic  Creed  in  A.  D.  589  in  the  East  and  in  Spain,  316,  317;  see 
^*Nicaea;'*  the  Third  Council  against  the  alleged  Real  Presence  of  Christ's 
Divinity  and  humanity  in  the  Eucharist,  and  of  their  manducation   and 
worship  there,  note  525,  page  350;  Scripture  against  worship  of  the  Eucha- 
rist, 402;  to  be  given  to  the  dying,  419;  if  Public  Penitents  so  receive  and 
recover  they  are  to  fulfil  their  time,  419;  called  **the  offering,**  419,  text 
and  note  640;  Eucharist  means  Thanksgiving,  41 9^  note  6401  See  ^^Ador^ 
ation  of  the  Host,''  and  *' Sacrifice  of  the  Mass,** 
Euchologium,  the;  the  Greek  Prayer  Book,  24« 
Eudoxia,  the  Empress,  196. 
Eudoxius,  the  Arian,  402. 
Eunotnian  single  immersion,  123. 
Eunomians,  130. 
Eupsychius,  400. 

Eusebians,  another  name  for  the  Arians,  257. 
Eusebius,  a  monk,  an  Anti-Bod3ate,  i94-2oa 
Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  the  Arian,  42,  164,  176,  179,  180,  181,  257,  272-276,  287, 
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324,  326;  was  his  Profession  of  Faith  the  basis  of  the  Nicene  Creed  ?  336- 
376;  was  his  Profession  of  Faith  the  same  as  an  Arian  document  which 
the  Fathers  of  Nicaea  tore  up  ?  336-376;  his  I^etter  to  the  Caesareans,  336- 
350;  his  Profession  of  Faith  and  part  of  the  Nicene  Creed  compared  in 
Greek,  351,  352, and  354;  in  English,  352,  353,  and  354-359;  ^"^  Profession 
compared  with  the  Creed  of  Cyril  of  Jerusalem,  and  with  that  of  Rome, 
353,  354-359;  his  unworthy  and  deceptive  cavil  on  the  words,  ^^  He  was 
not  before  He  was  bom,'^  346;  359,  text,  and  note  537;  374;  examination  of 
the  question  whether  his  Profession  was  the  Arian  document  which  the 
Fathers  of  Nicaea  tore  up,  359-376;  Theodoret  testifies  that  Eusebius  was 
an  Arian,  338,  and  page  349,  note  524,  and  note  574;  so  Valesius  held,  page 
348,  note  524,  and  page  346;  Eusebius'  perversions  of,  and  cavils  against, 
"  Of  the  satne  substance  ^^^  340,  341,  and  against  it  and  other  expressions 
in  the  Nicene  Creed,  342-350;  note  510;  page  345,  note  519;  his  perversion 
of  it  rebuked  by  St  Eustathius,  note  510;  therefore  he  plots  against  Eus- 
tathius  and  gets  him  deposed,  notes  510,  and  588;  Eusebius'  Profession  of 
Faith,  339,  340;  he  ranks  Christ  among  creatures,  342,  text,  and  note  510; 
signed  the  Nicene  Creed  insincerely,  345,  note  519;  401,  402,  403;  vene- 
mous  and  persistent  against  it,  345,  note  519,  and  note  521;  what  was  the 
relation  of  his  Profession  of  Faith  to  the  Creed  of  Caesarea,  to  that  of 
Jerusalem,  and  to  the  Nicene  ?  350-359;  396;  Athanasius'  account  of  his 
conduct  at  Nicaea,  of  his  denial,  and  his  after  subscribing,  and  his  letter 
to  the  Caesareans,  357-359;  he  reckons  Eusebius  among  "the  teachers  of 
the  Arians,"  359;  362,  note  541.  Is  his  Profession  the  Arian  document 
which  the  Fathers  of  the  Council  tore  up  ?  359-376;  he  was  not  the  Bishop 
who  addressed  Constantine  on  behalf  ot  the  Council,  389,  390;  see  "  Nu 
caea;'*  differences  between  the  Nicene  Creed  and  his  Profession,  and  rea- 
sons for  them,  391  -396.    See  *  *  Nicaea,  * ' 

usebius  of  Nicomedia,  the  Arian  leader,  177,  178,  257,  268;  342,  note  510;  note 
533;  page  358,  note  574;  an  Arian  Epistle  of  his  read  at  Nicaea,  360;  re- 
.  marks  on  360, 361 ;  reasons  for  believing  it  to  be  the  Arian  document  there 
torn  up,  361;  that  Epistle  given  in  English,  361-369;  Theodoret's  account 
of  the  torn  up  document,  369-371;  Eustathius*  371.373;  Valesius*,  374; 
remarks,  pro  and  con,  on  that  matter,  and  conclusions,  374,  375,  376; 
Eusebius  misrepresents  the  Orthodox  dodbine  by  implying  that  it  makes 
God  passible,  364;  his  representation  of  the  Orthodox  sense  of  Proverbs 
VIII.,  22,  Sept,  note  559;  see  also  Logos;  his  plotting  against  St  Eusta- 
thius of  Antioch,  notes  510.  588;  translated  to  Constantinople,  note  588. 

usebius  of  Vercelli,  214. 

ustathius,  Bishop  of  AnticK:h,  his  position  at  Nicaea,  263;  his  Oration  there, 
271-279;  377,  note,  598;  his  writings,  277;  Gelasius  of  Cyzicns  on,  327;  de- 
posed unjustly,  note  510;  Socrates  unjust  to,  note  510;  Theodoret  on,  note 
510;  abused  by  the  Origenist  Socrates  for  opposing  the  heretic  Origen, 
note  524;  blunder  in  Bohn  on,  ibid, ;  called  the  great,  the  blessed  Eusta- 
thius, 388;  addressed  the  Emperor  Constantine  in  the  name  of  the  Conndl 
of  Nicaea,  389,  390;  refutation  of  the  idea  that  it  was  Eusebius  of  Cae- 
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sarea,  or  Alexander  of  Alexandria,  who  made  that  address,  389,  39a 

Eustaihius  of  Sebasteia,  or  Sebaste,  a  changeling,  398. 

EutycheSt  he  is  condemned  now  by  the  Monophjrsites,  52,  54,  55;  58,  note  72, 
twice;  73,  twice;  74,  76,  79,  89. 

EutychianSf  130,  142,  144. 

EuthytniuSy  an  Anti-Bodyite,  194-200. 

Eujzoius,  174,  188. 

Evangelist,  the,  newspaper;  matter  from,  4,  6. 

Evanius,  71. 

'Everlasting  punishment,  looseness  on,  108. 

Exarch,  283. 

Excommunicated,  every  person  excommunicated  may  appeal  to  the  fai-yeaxly 
meeting  of  the  S3mod  of  Bishops  of  his  province^  411. 

Excusing  faults,  hinders  their  reform,  99. 

Extreme  C/n^ion,  127. 

Easting,  loi. 

Fathers,  9,  155,  i6a 

Fausta,  386. 

Faustin,  a  presb3rter  of  Rome  about  A.  D.  369;  charges  the  Ariaiis  with  having 
two  Gods,  and  hence  with  polytheism,  249,  250;  with  polytheism  and  crea- 
ture-worship, 251;  says  that  '*  Tlie  Son  is  proven  to  be  very  God  by  the  fad 
that  he  is  bowed  to.  For  it  belongs  to  God  to  be  botved  /9,  *'  251 ;  the  Arian 
reply  to  the  charge  admits  the  truth  of  the  accusation,  252;  their  blasph^ 
mous  reply,  252,  253. 

Fellowships,  their  value  for  theological  learning,  iii. 

Ferrara-Florence,  Council  of,  see  Florence, 

Ffoulkes,  326. 

Fifth  Ecumenical  Synod,  i,  11,  12,  104,  no,  144,  159. 

Filiation,  one,  Nestorian  statement  on,  47. 

Filioque,  the,  21,  22, 43, 44,  52;  rejedted,  expression  and  dodbine,  by  the  Greeks 
and  Monophysite  Syrians,  80-83,  85,  144. 

Finnish  Church,  130. 

Firman,  29. 

Firmilian,  398. 

Flavian,  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  47,  78. 

Florence,  Council  of,  26;  27,  text  and  note  8;  31,  335, 

Foreseat,  273;  371,  note  588, 

Foresitters,  262,  266;  371,  note  588. 

Formula  of  Concord;  130. 

Fourth  Ecumenical  Synod,  1,  5, 11, 37,  47,  52, 58,  note  r6;  77»  79>  9^  9?>  xo4»  M^ 

144. 
Fowler,  Ph,  H,,  /^, 

Freemasonry,  95, 121.    See  "  Christian  Burial.** 

Fremantle,  Canon,  334,  note  489. 

French  Confession,  134. 

Frey,  J.  S.  C.  F.,  on  the  Eucharistic  Bread,  125. 
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\us^  an  Arian,  188. 

llican  Sacramentary,  a,  3a 

asian  Sacramentary^  the,  90. 

fisius  of  Cyzicus,  of  little  authority,  267,  268,  note  425;  271.    See  "  Nicaea,^' 

and  326;  page  383,  note  604;  page  384;  a  specimen  of  his  blundering,  384, 

note  604;  on  Leontius,  398. 
etsius,  Pope,  92. 
leral  Councils^  the  expression  often  used  for  Councils  not  Ecumenical,  153, 

156. 

yrge  of  Cappadocia,  an  Arian,  214. 

n;ge  IVilHam,  ele<5lor,  142. 

*daH,  27,  59,  68. 

seier,  81,  note. 

i,  alone  to  be  worshipped,  104,  105,  115;  England  blessed  for  worshipping 
Him  alone,  and  cursed  for  the  reverse,  104, 105.  See  under  Matt  IV.,  10,  in 
Index  of  Scripture;  how  Athananiua  deemed  the  term  "God**  and 
**  Gods  '*  to  be  applied  to  men  in  Scripture,  219,  text  and  notes;  220,  text 
and  notes;  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria's  Anathema  VIII.,  approved  by  the 
Third  Ecumenical  Council,  forbids  us  to  give  the  name  God  to  an3^ing 
but  God  Himself,  227;  note  300;  so  St  Athauasius  teaches,  235;  differences 
among  the  ancients  as  to  whether  God  has  a  body  or  not.  Preface  iii 

eJi  Church,  2,  13,  23,  24,  26,  27,  28,  29,  30,  31,  35;  Preface  i.;  what  it  might  do 
to  promote  Christian  Union,  36;  its  duty,  37,  38-42;  difiers  how  fix)m 
the  Armenian,  57;  Theorian  on,  70;  on  the  Procession,  82;  its  virtues  and  its 
faults,  88;  for  infant  communion,  91 ;  its  present  idolatry  a  hindrance  to 
union,  92;  wrong  use  of  titles  in,  325;  trine  immersion  in  now,  note,  632, 
page  409. 

reh  Emperor  at  the  Council  of  Ferrara-Klorence,  27,  28. 

*gorian  Calendar,  292. 

g-orian  Sacrameniary,  90. 

'g^ory,  Bishop  of  Berytus,  an  Arian,  180,  181;  note  574,  page  369.  ** Berea,** 
in  Bohn*s  translation,  quoted  on  page  181,  is  a  mistake  for  ^* Betytus.^* 

'gory  the  Illuminator,  69. 

gory  of  Nazianzus,  190,  260. 

gory^  215. 

-gory,  71. 

*gory  /.,  Pope;  on  Baptism,  90,  note. 

gory  XII,,  Pope,  94,  95. 

gory  the  Wonder-Worker*s  Creed;  see  under  *  *  Creed  of  Gregory  the  Wonder'- 
Worker:* 

maeus,  Simon,  151. 

Uterus,  that  is  Walther,  Rudolph,  151. 

'do  de  Bres,  136. 

^endach,  no. 

hn,  183. 

?r,  long  not  to  be  worn  by  monks,  39;  forbidden  by  the  New  Testament,  and 


450  Index  L — General  Index, 


by  Canons  XXI.  and  XLII.  of  the  Trullan  Synod,  39;  first  found  amoog 
the  Massalians,  39;  condemned  by  Kpiphanius  and  by  Augustine,  39. 

Hefele^  Bishop,  250.268,  287,  327,  360. 

Helena^  the  mother  of  Constantine,  385-388;  text  and  notes. 

Heliadius,  an  Arian,  174,  188. 

Hellanicus,  Bishop  of  Tripoli,  180,  181. 

Helvetic  Confession^  146,  149,  160. 

Hemiphoriunt^  166,  text  and  note. 

Henry  IV.  of  France,  135. 

Hefiry^  Prince  of  Conde,  135. 

Hensley,  287. 

Herbert ^  George,  iii. 

Herzog,  79;  81,  note. 

HeracliuSf  214. 

Hefynogenes,  396-400;  text  and  notes. 

Heurtley,  28,  30,  31,  331;  334,  note  488;  335. 

HieracaSf  185,  190,  191. 

Hilary^  134,  160,  190. 

Hilary  of  Poitiers,  214,  324;  his  I^itin  version  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  319-324. 

Hilkiah,  28. 

Hippolytos,  no,  123;  Preface  iv. 

Holland  Cofi/ession,  136. 

Holy  Ghost,  see  under  **j4rius**  and  ** Arianismy 

Homilies  of  the  English  Church,  loi,  102. 

Honorius,  fbpe,  88;  Archbishop  Kenrick  on,  88;  his  great  error  on  that  matter, 
89;  condemned  by  the  Sixth  Ecumenical  Council,  159-263. 

Hook,  Dr. ;  87,  note. 

Hooper ,  Bishop,  in,  115. 

Hosius  of  Cordova,  214,  257,  258,  259,  262;  was  he  among  the  Presidents  of 
Nicaea?  261-267;  was  he  a  legate  of  Rome?  266,  267,  276,  279,  280,  273; 
note  427;  328;  377,  note  398;  383  text,  and  note  604;  set  forth  the  faith  at 
Nicaea,  376-383;  induces  Constantine  to  assemble  the  First  Ecumenical 
Council,  382;  probably  knew  Greek  as  well  as  Latin,  382,  383;  was  an  in- 
termediary between  Constantine  and  the  Greek-speaking  Bishops  of  the 
Council,  382,  383;  conne<5lion  with  Constan tine's  conversion,  385-388. 

Hosius,  Cardinal,  139. 

Hughes,  Archbishop,  authorizes  the  Raccolta,  224,  225 

Humanity  of  Christ  as  to  worshipping  it,  the  Universal  Church  on,  103,  104; 
Athanasius  on,  236,  237,  238,  239,  240;  St.  Epiphaniua  on,  240-244;  sec 
''Christ,''  and  ''Creature-Service,''  248,  "Relative  Worship"  and 
*'  Bowing '' 

Hussites,  138. 

Hymenaeus,  excommunicated  by  Paul,  106. 

Hypostases,  Three;  what  sort  of  confessed  by  Arius,  186,  text  and  note;  214. 

Iconostasis,  40;  the  Armenians  seem  not  to  use,  69;  fault  of  the  Greeks  in  that 
matter,  69. 
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^lalry,  92;  the  cause  of  dividing  the  Church,  94;  Homily  Against  of  the  Church 
of  England,  94.  See  Image  Worship,  and  115;  the  Arian  worship  of  Christ 
as  a  creature  compared  by  St.  Epiphanius  to  the  idolatry  of  worshipping 
Nebuchadnezzar's  image,  241,  242;  branded  by  l/Ucifer,  Bishop  of  Cagliari 
as  ** Arian  idolatry,"  247,  248;  our  duty  towards  all  idolaters,  248,  249.  See 
also  under  ''Image  Worship;''  Rome's  idolatry  soul-damning.  Preface, 
page  vi. 

)ls,  sacrifices  to  forbidden,  29. 

tali  us  f  71. 

ages,  should  not  be  used  in  Churches,  70,  108,  113,  114;  the  primitive  Chris- 
tians used  none,  114;  Augustiue  of  Hippo  on,  114. 

4ige  worship,  4,  6,  12,  24,  38,  39,  40,  49.  5^,  88,  92,  104,  107,  108,  109,  114,  115. 
See  ''Idolatry,''  and  "  Chrisl,"  aud  ''Bowing;"  how  we  are  bound  to  deal 
with  all  Image- Worshippers,  248,  249;  Image- Worship  forbidden,  by  nec- 
essary implication,  by  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils,  note  525,  page  350, 
and  Preface  vi.,  aud  by  vScripture,  402;  and  by  primitive  testimony,  Preface 
vi. ;  curses  of  God  for,  350,  note  525;  see  under  " Idolalry,**  also. 

mersion,  123;  see  Bapiism. 

-amalion,  50. 

'ensing,  an  act  of  worship,  104. 

rsluous  person,  the,  in  the  Church  of  Corinth,  106. 

Torporeal,  Arius  held  the  Father  to  be,  187;  remarks  on,  188-200.  See  "Na^ 
bodyiles. ' ' 

vrporealists,  two  classes  of,  199,  200.    See  also  Preface,  page  iii. 

iulgences,  Roman  dodlrine  of,  36. 

'allibilily.  Papal,  88. 

^ant  Baptism,  130. 

^ants,  Chrismingand  Eucharistizing  of,  36,  91,  124. 

tocent,  I,  Pope,  held  that  no  infant  can  be  saved  without  the  Eucharist. 

vocation  of  Saiuts,  4,  6;  invocation  an  act  of  religious  worship,  104.  See 
"Prayer,"  and  "Mary;"  St.  Athanasius  teaches  that  the  sufferings  of 
Christ's  humanity  are  Economically  attributed  to  His  Divinity  lest  we 
should  seem  to  invoke  a  creature,  237,  238;  see  "  Prayer." 

vocation  of  Saints  condemned  by  Presbyterians,  and,  in  effect,  by  Anathema 
VIII.  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  and  Anathema  IX.  of  the  Fifth  Ecumen- 
ical Council,  104;  see  "Creature-Service  "  and  "Economic  Appropria- 
tion', "  Arianism  impliedly  favored  its  introdu<5tion,  214-217. 

/ocation,  see  "Prayer,"  and  "Invocation  of  Saints," 

nicon.  Preface  ii. 

aelitish  Church,  12,  40. 

ue,  the  truth  that  the  Logos  is/  an  Issue  out  of  the  Father  was  denied  by 
Arius,  187;  affirmed  by  early  writers,  188,  189,  190.  See  "  Logos,*  ^  '^Ari- 
anism," "AHans,"  "Anus,"  and  " Eusebius of  Nicomedia," 

'x>b  Baradaeus,  71,  72,  79. 

"ob  of  Edessa,  79. 

cob  of  Sarug,  79. 
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Jacobites^  their  Mariolatry,  53;  their  name,  72;  how  they  regard  the  Second       | 
Synod  of  Bphesns,  80,  81;  see  ** Syrian  Monophysttesy  I 

Jacobus t  M,  W,f  the  Presbyterian;  his  reply  to  Pins  IX.,  4,  6.  I 

Jamakirk^  the  Armenian  Prayer  Book,  63,  64. 
James ^  71. 

James ^  an  Apostle,  71. 
Jeanne  d*Albret,  135,  text  and  note. 
Jeremiah,  40,  iii. 
Jerome  oj Stridon,  197,  214,  215. 
Jews,  Anti-Christian,  136,  and  Preface,  page  vi 
John  the  Apostle,  91. 
John  oJAntioch,  47,  79. 
John  the  Baptist,  in. 
John  Chrysostom.    See  "  Chrysostom,^* 
John  oj  Damascus,  60. 
John  George  I.,  elector,  142. 
John  Sigismund,  the  Eledlor,  141. 
John  XXIII, ;Vo^,  95. 
Josiah,  King,  12. 

Joslyn,  Titus,  a  Latin  Church  presbyter,  85,  86,  87. 
Jovian,  the  Emperor,  213. 
Julian,  cardinal,  28,  29,  30,  31. 

Julius,  (Pope?),  71. 

Julius,  an  Arian,  174,  188. 

Justin  the  Martyr,  84,  no,  123,  191;  Preface  i.,  note;  and  in. 

Justin,  the  Emperor,  14. 

Justinian,  the  Emperor,  14. 

ICaye,  Bishop;  note  525,  page  349. 

Keble,  John;  his  idolatry  on  the  Eucharist;  105;  his  idolatrizing»  106,  ill;  his  end 
III.    See  Newman,  I^ey,  E,  B.,  Neale,  and  Oxford  Movement. 

Kenrick,  Archbishop,  88,  89. 

Keys,  power  of;  taught  by  Reformed,  143. 

Kills,  68. 

Kissing  images;  idolatry  of,  109. 

Kneeling,  an  act  of  worship,  104. 

Kollner,  32,  note;  87,  128. 

LaElantius,  no;  189,  twice. 

Laics,  how  those  who  had  fallen  into  idolatry  and  denial  of  Christ  in  times  of 
persecution,  without  being  forced  and  without  loss  of  goods  were  to  un- 
dergo public  confession,  and  penance,  and  to  be  received  to  the  Eucharist 
again,  415. 

Lanfranc,  the  Italian-Norman,  takes  the  place  of  the  Saxon  Stigand,  124. 

Language  of  the  people;  should  be  used  in  worship,  91. 

Laodicea,  Canon  XXXV.  of,  104. 

Latimer,  Bishop,  in,  115. 

Latin  Church,  the,  Preface  i;  on  the  Six  Councils,  23;  its  earliest  rites  to  be 
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preserved,  70;  does  not  receive  the  Apostolical  Constitutions,  so  called,  77; 
on  the  Procession  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  82;  Latin  Churchy  on  the  VI.  Synods, 
2,  85-95;  what  S3mods  and  what  Creeds  it  receives,  85-95;  how  its  Latin 
translation  of  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Ecumenical  Council  difiers  from 
the  Greek  original,  85;  it  is  their  only  Mass  Creed,  85;  its  present  duty, 
90-95;  a  new  and  sound  episcopate  needed  by  Rome  and  the  sees  con- 
trolled by  it;  how  it  should  be  given,  92-95.    See  '*  Latins^ 

Latins,  persecuted  by  Arians,  215. 

Laud,  Archbishop,  105. 

Lay  control  of  church  property;  forbidden,  95. 

Leander  of  Seville,  90,  note. 

Leavened  \xKaAy  36,  124,  125.  See  under  *^  Unleavened  Bread,'**  *' Eucharist** 
and  "  Wafers.**    See  also  under  dprof,  in  the  Greek  Index. 

Leipzig  Colloquy,  141,  142. 

Lent,  every  Provincial  Council  to  meet  before  it,  every  year,  411;  Lent  was  for- 
merly not  so  long  as  now,  411,  note  636. 

Leo  /.,  Pope,  47,  52,  55,  56,  76,  78,  79,  9o»  92. 

Leo  XIII,,  Pope,  condemned  as  a  heretic  by  Greeks  and  Anglicans;  his  baptism 
and  orders  denied  by  the  Greeks;  holds  to  heresies  condemned  by  the  Six 
Ecumenical  Councils;  an  orthodox  man  should  be  put  in  his  place,  41,  92, 
263,  264. 

Leontius,  an  Arian,  177. 

Leontius  of  Caesarea,  397. 

Le  Quien,  on  Caesarea,  399. 

Liberalism,  False  and  Anti-Christian,  95. 

Liberius,  Pope,  214. 

Libya,  411. 

Licinius,  169,  175,  257. 

Light,  a,  from  a  light,  Hieracas  on,  190. 

Littledale,  95,  note. 

Local  Councils,  received  by  Chalcedon,  78,  79;  local  Councils  of  the  West  judged 
Bishops  of  Rome,  94. 

Local  Customs,  9,  40;  wisest  and  best  rule  on,  70,  92. 

I^Qgos,  the;  Arius  tries  to  pervert  the  meaning  of  the  texts  of  Holy  Writ  which 
teach  that  He  has  adlually  come  out  of  the  Father's  substance,  187;  and 
denies  that  dodbine,  190;  so  did  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  365,  366,  367. 
See  '*  Arius**  and  ^' Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,**  Orthodox  men  held  that 
He  is  a  Consubstantial  Part  of  God,  and  an  Issue  from  the  Father,  187, 
188,  189,  190,  200;  and  bom  out  of  His  mouth,  189,  190;  note  546,  page 
364;  note  558,  and  page  300;  and  most  of  the  Ante-Nicene  Writers  held  that 
He  was  bom  out  of  the  Father  not  eternally,  but  just  before  the  worlds  were 
made,  191, 192,  193;  349,  note  524;  364,  note  546;  Preface  ii.;  the  Endiathetic 
Logos,  191;  Preface  ii.;  denied  by  the  Arians,  204,  note  239;  207;  note  546, 
page  364;  page  365;  the  Prophoric  Logos,  191;  Preface  ii.;  denied  by  the 
Arians,  204,  note  239;  207,  and  163-256;  in  what  sense  Arius  deemed  him 
a  Son,  220,  text,  and  note  281;  the  Losros  is  God  because  He  was  bom  out 
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of  the  Father,  222,  223,  224,  226;  the  dcxflrine  of  the  birth  of  the  Logos 
misrepresented  by  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  page  363,  note  543;  page  364, 
note  546;  the  Arian  heresy  on  the  Logos  set  forth  in  his  Epistle,  pages  361- 
369,  text  and  notes;  his  cavils  as  to  e^t,  etc.,  note  571.  See  **  Eusebius  of 
Nicomedia,''  and  ''Eusebius  of  Caesarea;''  the  Orthodox  held  that  if  the 
Logos  be  not  God  He  is  not  to  be  worshipped,  365,  note  553;  page  368, 
note  571;  page  373,  note  591;  the  Arians  denied  that  do<5lrine,  ibid.;  in 
what  sense  the  Orthodox  held  that  the  Logos  was  created  up  into  a  Son 
by  his  birth  out  of  the  Father,  note  558,  page  366;  the  Logos  has  come 
out  of  the  Father's  substance,  and  as  consubstantial  and  coetemal  with 
him  is  to  be  worshipped  as  God,  not  as  a  creature,  page  365,  notes  553, 
554,  555.  557,  55^;  and  is  a  Part  of  God,  note  556,  as  TertuUian  held,  ibid.; 
he  held  that  the  Logos  was  eternally  God,  but  not  a  Son  till  His  birth  out 
of  the  Father,  page  366,  note  558;  is  "  CharaEler  of  the  Father' s  Substance:' 
See  under  Heb.  I:  3,  in  the  Index  to  Scripture  in  this  work;  and  under 
Ao)«c  in  the  Greek  Index.     See  ''Son  of  God.'* 

Long  Brothers,  the,  194. 

Longinus,  399. 

Loosing.     See  "Binding." 

Lord's  Supper,  6.     See  *'  Eucharist." 

Lucian  the  Martyr,  177;  " fellow- Lucianist"  used  by  Arius  to  Eusebius  of  Nico- 
media, 180,  text  and  note;  181;  and  338;  Lucian's  reputed  Creed,  337,  338. 

Lucifer,  Bishop  of  Cagliari,  214;  persecuted  for  his  Orthodoxy,  214;  brands 
Arianism  as  destrucflive  of  God's  religion,  and  as  "Arian  Idolatry ^"  247, 
248;  but  was  too  severe  against  penitent  Arians,  248,  249;  our  true  course 
regarding  idolatrizers,  248,  249;  his  Latin  Version  of  the  Nicene  Creed, 

319-324. 
Lucius  ^  188. 

Ludolf  50,  text  and  note;  51,  52,  text  and  notes. 
Luther,  on  the  Third  Synod  and  on  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  3. 
Lutherans,  on  the  VI.  Synods,  2,  23,  1 28-131;  works  giving  their  views  on,  128, 

139;  low  state  of  some  in  Europe,  Preface  ii. 
Macarius,  an  Arian,  174. 
Macarius,  Bishop  of  Jerusalem,  180,  181. 
Macarius  of  Vinnitza\  a  Russian  Church  Bishop,  22,  25;  26,  text  and  notes;  33, 

text  and  note;  34,  text  and  notes,  82. 
Macedonius,  55,  89. 
Macedonianism,  8;  58,  note. 
Macrostich,  the,  338. 
Mahan,  Dr.  Milo,  122 
Maldonat,  91. 
Man-  Worship,  58;  condemned  by  the  Third  Council,  89,  90.     See  also  under 

"Arius,"    and     "Creature-Service,"    and     "  Relative- Warship,"    and 

"Bowing." 
Manes,  136. 
Manichaeism.    See  " Manichaeus"  and  191. 
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%nich4ieu5,  185;  190,  twice;  191,  226. 

%noahy  forbidden  to  sacrifice  to  any  but  God,  234. 

2nsi^  58. 

%r  Abd  Yeshua,  49. 

%r  Awa,  49. 

ir  ShifHOon,  45. 

ircellus  o/Ancyra,  331-334,  and  note  332. 

ircion^  136,  226. 

ircioniUSy  142. 

irgrave's  Confession,  140,  141. 

iriolatry,  of  the  Jacobites,  53.     See  under  "  Mary,** 

irk  0/  Ephesus,  27,  28,  29,  30,  31. 

ironea,  200,  note  228. 

iron  tie,  200,  note  228. 

irofiileSf  42. 

rriage  of  Clergy,  37,  111-118,  126;  married  clergy,  112. 

rriage,  to  be  guarded,  126,  127.  , 

rlin  v..  Pope,  95. 

rlyrs,  not  to  be  worshipped,  104. 

ry  the  Virgin,  4,  14,  46;  worshipped  oy  the  Greeks,  the  Jacobite  Syrians,  and 
the  Latins.  See  under  those  terms,  and  ^*  Mariolalry;  **  the  Monophysite 
heretic  Peter  the  Fuller,  in  the  fifth  century,  introduces  the  evil  custom 
of  naming,  that  is  perhaps  of  invoking  her  in  every  prayer,  316,  and  317, 
note  472.    See  *'  Prayer,'*  and  "  Inwcalion  0/ Saints,'* 

ry,  the  Bloody,  105,  115. 

sSf  the  Roman,  4,  6. 

'.xenlius,  169. 

jcimian^  Patriarch  of  Constantinople,  58 

\ximin,  Emperor,  169. 

gherditch,  61. 

lanclhon,  139. 

lelius,  165,  171,  282,  283.    See  **  Metropolitans,** 

litOt  Bishop  of  Sardis,  on  Incorporealism,  195. 

naSt  an  Arian,  174,  188. 

nnas,  80. 

trans f  71. 

thadins,  St.,  14;  an  oration  falsely  attributed  to  him,  14;  creature- worship  in 
it,  14;  abused  by  the  Origenist  Socrates,  note  524. 

tropolitans,  rights  of  over  their  suffragan  Bishops  vindicated  by  the  Council 
of  Nicaea  against  Meletius,  282,  283;  in  their  Synodal  Epistle,  297,  298, 
300,  301;  and  in  their  Canons,  408-413;  right  of  the  Metropolitan  of  Cae- 
earea  over  his  suffragan,  the  Bishop  of  Jerusalem,  when  Caesarea  was  the 
Metropolis,  413;  whether  originally  there  was  more  than  one  Metropolitan 
in  the  jurisdidlion  of  Alexandria,  more  than  one  in  that  of  Antioch,  more 
than  one  in  that  of  Carthage,  more  than  one  in  that  of  Rome,  etc.,  283- 
286. 
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Middle  Ages,  ignorance  and  idolatry  in,  12. 

Milan,  Council  of,  A.  D.  555;  2x4. 

MiUvis,  S3mod  of,  144. 

Minucius  Felix,  91. 

Minutes  of  the  VI.  Councils,  11. 

Mission,  meaning  of,  22. 

Mission,  temporal,  33. 

Mohamtned,  derived  his  error  that  the  Word  and  the  Spirit  are  creatures  from 
the  Arians,  and  the  worship  of  a  man  from  the  Nestorians,  255;  he  was 
God's  scourge  on  Christians  for  their  sins,  325. 

Mohammedans,  136. 

Monads,  Orthodox  sense,  175;  Arian  sense,  204. 

Monks  and  Nuns,  iii,  112;  Greek  monks  defend  their  church;  noble  Anglican 
ones,  1ZI-118;  evil  ones,  112,  113;  duty  of  Anglican  Monks  and  Nuns;  not 
to  bear  a  man's  name  but  God's,  116;  kinds  of  work  for,  iz6;  111-118; 
ancient  Monks  opposed  creature-serving  Arianism,  1 15. 

Monophysites,  i.  Preface;  8,  23, 42,  49, 50,  and  after;  their  many  disputes,  53;  are 
creattu-e-servers,  53;  are  the  Armenians  Monophysites?  57,  58,  61,  65,  67; 
Monophysite  Schwenkfeldians,  130.  See  *^  Syrian  Monophysites,'*  bjo^ 
'  *  Abyssinians, '  *  and  *  *  Armenians, '  * 

Monothelism,  9,  142. 

Montanists,  292. 

Mont/aucon,  32. 

Moratnans,  138,  139. 

Morse,  on  Hosius'  position  at  Nicaea,  280. 

Mother  0/ God,  130. 

Moush,  Armenian  Bishop  of,  61. 

Murdoch's  Mosheim's  Ecclesiastical  History,  14,  15,  95,  note. 

Myconius,  Oswald,  151. 

Names  of  God,    See  **  God. " 

Natalis  Alexander,  326. 

Natures  Tivo,  47, 154,  i55.  See  under  '* Monophysites,*'  *' Armenians,**  **Copts,** 
*  *  Syrian  Monophysites. ' ' 

Neale,  J.  M.,  his  history;  his  creature-worship,  42,  44,  note;  53,  105,  106;  his 
false  notion  for  unleavened  wafers,  124, 125;  his  tendency  to  drink,  44, 105; 
on  an  Armenian  Creed,  67;  on  the  source  whence  the  Armenians  derived 
the  Apostles'  Creed  and  the  Athanasian,  68.  See  "  Oxford  Movement,** 
'' Keble,**  ''Newman,''  and  *' Pusey,  E.  B.*' 

Neander,  on  the  expression,  ''Of  the  same  substance,**  etc,  page  363,  note  543. 

Nerses  Schnorhali,  57,  note;  58,  note. 

Nestorians,  i.,  Preface;  8,  23,  42;  their  do<5b:ines,  42-50;  what  Creeds  and  Ecu- 
menical Councils  they  receive,  do;  on  Ephesus,  on  the  Pilioque,  their  vir- 
tues and  their  faults,  their  present  duty,  49, 50;  are  creature-servers;  guilty 
of  relative  worship,  89, 193;  Lutherans  on,  130;  Reformed  on,  142,  144,  156. 

Nestorius,  49, 54, 55, 58,  74;  his  plea  for  the  relative-worship  of  Christ's  humanity 
condemned  by  the  Third  Sjmod,  89,  107. 
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rvin^J,  W.^  on  Creeds  and  Confessions,  147. 

rwman.J.  H.,  i$8,  189,  190;  200,  note  228;  224;  a  paganizer,  106,  iii,  249;  on 
Eternal  Generation,  no;  184,  note;  191;  his  translation  of  Athanasins 
faulty  in  places,  218,  note,  271;  221,  note  284;  338;  he  is  wrongly  praised 
by  some,  249;  some  of  his  notes  on  Athanasius  Against  Arianism  are  Ro- 
manizing, page  349,  note  525;  with  most  of  his  co-workers  of  the  Oxford 
Movement  seemed  not  to  know  well  the  Six  Synods,  ibid.,  and  hence  like 
most  of  them  did  not  deem  Rome  as  idolatrous  as  she  is,  ibid. ;  died  an 
idolater,  ibid. ;  taught  against  the  teaching  of  his  own  Church,  where  it 
brands  Roman  idolatry  and  that  of  the  Bast  as  soul-damning,  ibid.  See 
'' Oxford  Movement,''  '' KebU^'  and  '*  Pusey  E,  B,,''  and  ''Neale." 

rwton.  A*.,  Heber,  108. 

eaea,  the  First  Ecumenical  Synod;  works  of  this  set  on,  Preface  ii  to  vi. ;  15, 
II,  43,  13,  17,  18,  25,  28,  37;  its  Creed,  43,  44,  45,  77.  79,  «»;  on  Eternal 
Birth,  no,  in;  Authorities  and  References  on  Nicaea,  163,  164.  See 
**  Canons,*'  The  Synod  itself,  256;  i.  Events  just  before  it,  256,  257,  258; 
2,  Its  date,  258;  3,  In  what  building  did  it  meet?  258,  259;  4,  Number  of 
Bishops  who  were  present,  259;  5,  Whence  they  came,  259;  360;  6,  The 
Disputations  at  Nicaea  before  the  S3mod  met,  260,  261;  7,  Who  presided  ? 
261-267;  8,  The  AdU  of  the  First  Synod,  267,  268;  9,  On  what  topics 
Nicaea  decided,  268,  269;  10,  Why  should  not  the  gathering  of  the  Apos- 
tles at  Jerusalem,  which  acquitted  Peter,  as  told  in  Acts  XL,  be  deemed 
the  First  Ecumenical  Synod,  and  that  in  Adb  XV.,  which  vindicated  the 
claim  of  Gentile  Christians  to  be  free  from  the  Mosaic  Law  be  deemed  the 
Second,  in  which  case  Nicaea  would  be  reckoned  the  Third  ?  269;  Answer, 
269;  seventeen  Bishops  at  Nicaea  side  with  Arius,  260;  Rome's  position 
there,  263;  had  no  exclusive  presidency  there,  263;  in  an  Ecumenica/ 
Council  every  Bishop  has  one  vote  and  no  more,  263;  287,  note  450>i;  its 
decision  on  the  Faith  and  on  Easter,  265;  Constantine  entertains  the 
Bishops,  266;  its  great  decisions,  those  against  the  denial  0/ Christ' s  Di' 
tnnity,  and  against  its  logical  sequences  of  creature-worship  and  polythe^ 
ism,  269;  on  what  day  the  Creed  was  adopted,  264,  265;  its  S3modal  Epistle, 
268;  two  documents  from  St  Alexander,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  before  it, 
270, 271 ;  An  Oration  of  the  Emperor  Constantine  to  the  Council  of  Nicaea 
on  Peace,  271;  An  Oration  of  St  Eustathius,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  in  the 
Council  of  Nicaea,  to  the  Emperor  Constantine,  271-279;  its  Synodal 
Epistle;  where  found,  281;  its  contents,  281;  A.  It  condemns  Arius  and 
his  Heresies;  B.  it  condemns  the  Meletian  Schism  and  decrees  how  Meletius 
and  his  partisans  are  to  be  received,  282;  who  Meletius  was,  282;  what  les- 
son the  Council's  adlion  on  him  teaches  us,  283-286;  C.  It  settles  the 
date  of  the  Paschal  Festival;  differences  on  that  matter  before,  286-288; 
gives  authoiily  to  ibe  Eislicp  of  Alexandria  to  determine  the  Pask  Lord's 
Day;  diiTercnces  afterwards  among  those  who  held  to  Nicaea,  as  to  what 
Lord's  Dry  sbon'ul  he  kept  as  Pask.  See  *'/\isk;  "  final  agreement  of  all 
and  disappearat'ce  of  Four  teen  iU  Day  Sedls;  folly  of  some  modem  differ- 
ences as  to  Pask,  2SS-P93;  \he  differences  between  the  British  Churches 
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smd  the  Roman  Missionary  Aug^tine,  what?  291;  the  Britons  not  Quar- 
todecinians,  291 ;  D.  the  Council  vindicates  and  commends  to  the  Alex- 
andrians their  Bishop,  the  Orthodox  Alexander,  293;  Socrates*  Greek  of 
the  Synodal  Epistle,  294-296;  English  translation  of  it,  295-299;  transla- 
lation  of  Theodoret's  Greek  of  it  into  English,  299-503;  passed  by  a  com- 
mon vote  of  the  Synod,  303;  i.  The  Creed  of  Nicaea,  304-404;  Greek  and 
English  of  it,  305  308;  is  one  of  the  two  only  Ecumenical  Creeds,  305; 
sometimes  called  that  of  the,  318;  differences  between  Eusebius'  text  of 
it  and  St.  Athanasius*,  308;  form  of  it  read  in  the  Third  Ecumenical  Synod, 
209;  that  read  in  Act  II.  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical  Synod  and  in  Act  V., 
and  that  in  its  Definition,  310;  2,  Variations  in  the  Greek  text  of  the  Nicene 
Creed,  and  in  the  Latin  translations  of  it,  310;  is  found  in  an  Epistle  of 
St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  read  in  the  Third  Synod,  and  in  the  Definition  of 
the  Sixth  Synod,  313,  314,  315;  was  the  baptismal  Creed  of  the  East  at 
least  as  late  as  A.  D.  451,  515;  at  first  said  only  once  a  year,  316,  note;  the 
heretic  Timothy  the  Fuller  caused  it  to  be  said  in  every  church  gathering, 
315,  note  472;  the  Creed  of  the  Second  Synod  used  instead  of  it  at  the 
Eucharist  in  A.  D.  589,  in  the  East  and  in  Spain,  316;  and  in  baptism  at 
Rome  in  the  ninth  century;  the  Monophysites  seem  to  have  preferred  the 
Nicene  Creed  to  the  Constantinopolitan,  317,  note  472;  how  the  existence 
of  the  Constantinopolitan  Creed  in  the  Roman  Baptismal  Office  may  be 
explained,  317,  note  474;  variations  in  the  Latin  translations  of  the  Greek 
of  the  Nicene  Creed,  319-324;  they  do  not  affect  dogma,  324;  3,  Gelasius^ 
Bishop  of  Cyzicus;  unreliability  of  his  work  on  the  Council  of  Nicaea, 
324-329;  he  was  too  long  after  the  Synod  to  be  an  authority,  324,  325;  be- 
sides his  language  is  creature-serving;  instances  in  proof,  325;  was  ignor- 
ant of  the  Arian  charadler  of  Eusebiua  of  Caesarea,  325,  328.  text  and 
note;  verdict  of  learned  men  against  him,  326;  instances  of  Gelasius'  er- 
roneous statements  326,  327;  his  Three  Books  on  the  Council,  327,  328;  one 
of  them  tampered  with,  327;  his  testimony  on  Hosius  not  reliable,  326, 
328;  witnesses  against  the  creature- worship  of  Arius,  329;  and  for  the 
Scripturalness  of  the  Nicene  Creed,  328;  4,  Did  any  Declarative  Creed 
precede  the  Nicene  ?  329,  330;  answer,  329,  330;  5,  Does  any  author  before 
Nicaea  give  any  Declarative  Creed  ?  330-334;  answer  330-334;  each  Church 
had  its  own  local  Creed,  330;  on  what  it  was  based,  330;  superseded  by  the 
Nicene  generally,  331;  Creed  of  Jerusalem,  331,  332;  that  of  Rome,  331, 
332;  statement  of  Marcellus  of  Ancyra,  332,  333;  Rufinus'  reference  to 
the  so-called  Apostles',  332;  Ambrose's  on  it,  333;  the  Roman  Creed  not 
mentioned  by  the  Nicene  Fathers,  333;  6,  Is  the  Nicene  Creed  an  ampli- 
fication of  that  commonly  termed  the  Apostles?  334;  No,  333,  334;  the 
negative  proven  at  length,  334-336;  350-376;  7,  Examination  of  the  claim 
of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  in  Palestine  that  in  his  Profession  of  Faith  oflfered 
at  Nicaea,  he  furnished  the  First  Ecumenical  Council  the  basis  of  the 
Nicene  deed,  and  a  consideration  in  this  connedUon  of  the  opinion  of 
Valesius  that  Eusebius'  Profession  is  the  same  as  an  Arian  document 
which,  Theodore  t  testifies,  the  Fathers  of  Nicaea  tore  up,  336-376.    See 
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*^ Eusebius of  Caesarea,^'  and  '' Constantine the  Great;*'  its  Creed,  341, 
342;  Athanasius'  accouut  of  how  the  Fathers  at  Nicaea  negatived  the 
Arian  expressions,  357,  358,  359;  8,  What  fadls  have  reached  us  as  to  who 
were  most  a<5live  at  Nicaea  for  the  expression  '*  Of  the  same  substance ^'^ 
(6^ootxT<ov)  and  against  Arian  Creature-Service,  376-39  r;  Hosius;  Athana- 
sius  on  him,  376;  his  eflforts  for  the  Faith  at  Nicaea,  376,  377,  378;  Ffoulkes 
on  him,  note  598,  page  377;  note  604,  page  383;  he  was  probably  one  of  the 
Presidents  of  the  Council,  378;  his  connecflion  with  the  words  substance 
(pvaia)^  and  subsistence  (tm-<5<Tra(T/c),  at  Alexandria  before  Nicaea  met,  378, 
379i  380,  381,  382;  Socrates*  account  Origenistic,  379;  both  those  Greek 
words  in  the  Nicene  Creed,  379;  how  the  Orthodox  differed  at  first  as  to 
the  use  of  the  expression,  **  Three  Hypostases,*'  (Tptic  vnoffr&aei^)  379, 
380,  381,  382;  how  they  at  last  agreed,  380;  the  Arian  sense  of  that  expres- 
sion, 379,  380,  401;  Philostorgius  on  that  debate,  380;  Hosius'  good  work 
for  the  faith  and  the  convening  of  the  Council,  376-385.  See  * '  Eusta- 
ihius"  and  ^*  Alexander  o/Atexandria;**  some  of  the  countries  from 
which  the  Bishops  came,  page  383,  note  604;  their  merits,  390;  the  Creed 
of  Nicaea  enshrines  the  faith  held  to  from  the  beginning,  390;  9,  The 
most  notable  terms  which  are  found  in  the  Creed  of  the  First  Ecumenical 
Synod,  but  are  not  in  Eusebius  of  Caesarea's  Profession  of  Faith;  rea- 
sons for  them,  391-394;  Eusebius'  remarks  on  them,  391,  392;  summary  of 
their  teaching,  392;  cavils  and  perversions  of  Scripture  language  on  the 
Divinity  of  Christ,  and  how  the  Council  met  them,  392,  393;  their  perver- 
sion of  the  Words  f/c  rov  9eoi',  *'out  of  God,**  in  John  viii.,  42,  lead  the 
Fathers  of  the  Council  to  put  into  their  Creed  the  words,  ^^  Out  of  the 
substance  of  the  Father^**  to  confute  their  heresy  of  making  him  a  crea- 
ture and  their  consequent  creature-worship,  393;  words  in  the  Nicene 
Creed  which  are  not  in  Eusebius*  Profession,  393,  394;  10,  The  chief  things 
in  Eusebius  of  Caesarea*s  Profession  which  are  not  in  the  Nicene  Creed; 
why  they  were  omitted  by  the  Fathers  of  the  Council,  394,  395,  396;  11, 
who  wrote  the  Nicene  Creed  ?  396.400;  12,  Its  Scriptural ness,  400-404;  13, 
On  the  inconsistent  and  hypocritical  course  of  some  of  the  Arian  leaders, 
in  signing  and  afterwards  reje<5ling  those  terms  of  the  Nicene  Creed  which 
teach  the  consubstantiality  of  the  Son  with  the  Father;  and  in  pleading 
that  they  reje<5led  them  because  they  are  not  in  Scripture,  while  they  used 
terms  which  are  not  in  Scripture  to  express  their  heresy,  400-404;  the 
canons  of  Nicaea,  404-425;  what  Ecumenical  Councils  made  canons?  404; 
importance  of  those  canons,  404;  result  of  violating  them,  404,  405;  the 
Greek  text  and  English  translation  in  this  work;  the  Greek  text  and  Eng- 
lish translation  given,  406-425;  their  headings,  ibid.;  Nicaea  called  in  its 
Canons,  *'the  Holy  and  Great  Synod,**  419,  421. 

Nicaea^  A.  D.  787;  56,  57,  58,  61,  88.  See  under  Latins,  Greeks,  Anglicans, 
Armenians ,  Copts,  Syrians,  Nestorians,  Lutherans,  and  Reformed;  why 
it  must  be  reje^d,  89,  102,  159. 

Nicetas,  384,  note. 

Nicetcts,  68. 
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Nicetas  Choniala,  389. 

Nicholas  Bulgaris^  60. 

NohodyiUs^  two  classes  of,  199.    See  ^* Incorporeal^^  and  '* Incorporealists.** 

Novatian^  on  Eternal  Birth,  no;  on  the  birth  of  the  Logos  out  of  the  Father's 
mouth,  189. 

NovatianSf  Ecumenical  Canons  on,  158;  some  of  them  were  Quartodecimans, 
292.    See  ^'  Calharisls,*'  another  name  for  them. 

Nuns,  III. 

Odenheimer,  Bishop,  122.   - 

"  Of  the  same  substance,^'  cavils  of  Eusebius  of  Caesarea  on,  340,  341. 

Opinions,  local,  9, 

Orange,  Second  Council  of,  144. 

Orders,  grace  of,  4,  6. 

Origen,  on  Eternal  Birth,  and  the  Anti-Body  Theory,  18,  etc.;  his  condemnation 
by  the  Fifth  Synod,  etc.,  18,  42,  83,  no,  159,  193-200;  on  Eternal  Birth, 
Preface,  iii. 

Originator,  God  the  Father  the  Originator  of  all  things  187,  and  notes  216,  217. 

Orthodox  Confession  of  the  Greek  Church,  34,  note;  35. 

Orthodox  test-terms,  page  344.  note  519.  See  the  Nicene  Creed,  pages  306,  307; 
and  pages  391-396,  and  under  proper  terms  in  the  Index  to  the  Greek 
in  this  volume;  Arian  test-terms  opposed  to  the  Orthodox,  401, 402,  403. 

Orthodoxy,  the  Nestorians  oppose,  45. 

Oxford  L  ibrary  of  the  Fathers,  1 4.    See  *  *  Newman,  *  *   • 

Oxford  Movement,  the,  106;  note  525,  page  449;  those  of  its  leaders  who  were 
creature-servers  should  be  anathematized,  note  525.  See  "  I^^sey,  E,  B.^ 
Keble,  and  Newman,  and  Neale, 

Paine,  Tom,  147. 

Palmer,  W.,  of  Worcester  College,  Oxford,  page  349,  note  525. 

Palmer,  the  Deacon's  Dissertations  on  the  Greek  Church,  90,  note. 

Paphnutius,  37. 

Paris,  Reformed  Synod  at,  135. 

Parish  in  Greek  used  for  what  we  now  call  a  diocese,  338,  and  note  498. 

Parsopa  one,  Nestorian  statement,  47. 

Pask,  Nicaea  decides  on  it,  for  the  Lord's  Day  observance,  286,  299,  301,  302; 
gives  authority  to  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria  to  compute  it,  288.  See 
''Pask;''  Pope  Leo  L  on,  288,  281;  an  alleged  passage  of  St.  Cyril  of 
Alexandria  on,  289;  the  receiving  of  the  time  of  Easter  by  Metropolitan 
from  Metropolitan  not  a  sign  of  subjedlion,  290;  after  Nicaea  different 
ways  of  reckoning  lead  to  differences  among  those  who  held  to  the  Nicene 
rule,  290;  when  agreement  was  attained  in  the  West,  291;  references  on 
that  matter,  291 ;  what  se<fts  were  Fourteenthdayites;  how  they  differed 
among  themselves;  they  disappear,  292;  how  the  present  differences  be- 
tween the  Latins  and  the  Greeks  on  that  matter  may  be  cured,  292,  293; 
the  Synodal  Epistle  of  Nicaea;  in  Greek  as  in  Socrates,  294-296;  in  Eng- 
lish, 295-299;  in  English  from  Theodoret,  299-303;  passed  by  a  Synodal 
Vote,  303.    See  ^^ Nicaea,'' 
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BUriarchs,  should  be  created  where  necessary,  283-286. 

Patrophilus^  the  Arian,  402. 

Ihut,  the  founder  of  the  see  of  Caesarea,  400. 

PoLul  o/Samosata,  136,  231. 

Aulinus,  Bishop  of  Tyre;  an  Arian,  180,  181,  361;  362,  note  541;  note  574. 

BuUianists,  must  all  be  rebaptized  on  coming  to  the  Universal  Church,  425; 
rule  on  the  reception  and  ordination  of  their  clergy,  425;  their  Deacon- 
esses, 425. 

Pelagians,  130,  144- 

Pslagius^  Pope,  90,  92. 

PelatguSf  141. 

Umance,  public;  that  is  public  Repentance,  and  public  Confession  for  image- 
worship,  creature-invocation,  and  denial  of  Christ;  rules  for  it  as  to  its 
manner  and  duration,  415,  417,  419,  421;  the  classes  called  Hearers,  and 
Prostrators  and  Co-standers  referred  to,  417;  Hearers  referred  to,  419; 
every  Bishop  might  shorten  public  penance  in  his  own  jurisdiction,  417. 

Pentapolis,  411. 

Pfrceval,  note  525,  page  349. 

Persians,  the,  58. 

Persons  7\tH?,  Nestorian  error,  47. 

Peter  the  Apostle,  37, 92,  263,  400. 

Peter,  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  165,  175. 

Peter  the  Fuller,  his  addition  to  the  Trisagion,  60;  a  saint  among  the  Syrian 

Monophysites,  79. 
Philaret,  Metropolitan  of  Moscow,  26. 
Philoganius,  Bishop  of  Antioch,  180,  181. 
Philostorgius,  163,  165,  166. 
Philoxenus,  71. 

Phoebadius,  179,  note  191;  189,  thrice. 
Photinians,  143. 
Photius,  42,  163,  i65»  166^  267. 

PUlures,    See  Image-Worship,  and  104,  107, 108,  114;  350,  note  525. 
Pisa^  Council  of,  94. 
Pistus,  an  Arian,  188;  remarks  on,  188. 
AW /K,  his  Creed.    Stc '' Creed  0/ Pbpe  Pius  IF.** 
Plus  VII,  approves  the  **  Paccolta,**  224,  225. 
Pius  IX,,  4;  Presbyterian  reply  to,  4;  his  dogma  of  Infallibility,  88;  his  approval 

of  the  foul  Raccolta,  224,  225. 
PkUo  0/ Moscow,  22,  24,  27;  35,  text  and  note. 
Pnssy,  Colloquy  of,  135. 
P)pes  0/ Alexandria,  166,  167;  178,  text  and  note;  183;  184,  text  and  note. 

Popes  of  Rome,  5,  10,  27,  28,  29,  31.    See  "  Vigilius,*'  *' Honorius,''  and  ^'Leo 

XIW* 
Praxeas,  136. 
Prayer  for  the  Dead,  \yi. 
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Prayer  to  Creatures,  St  Athanasios  proves  that  the  Son  is  God  because  He  is 
prayed  to  in  Scripture,  223;  he  states  that  whatever  the  Father  gives,  he 
gives  through  the  Son,  223;  and  that  the  Angel  invoked  by  Jacob  was  God 
the  Word,  because  he  would  not  have  prayed  to  a  creature,  223;  and  that 
no  one  would  invoke  a  creature  vdth  God,  223;  that  condemns  the  late 
Romish  custom  of  joining  the  names  of  Joseph  and  Mary  with  Jesus,  223, 
224,  and  225;  Scripture  and  the  VI.  Ecumenical  Councils  against  giving 
invocation  or  any  other  act  of  religious  service  to  any  creature,  animate 
or  inanimate,  or  to  anything  but  God,  225;  349,  note  525;  402,  and  Preface, 
page  vi.;  primitive  testimony  also  condemns  it,  Preface,  page  vi  See 
''Economic Appropriation,^'  237-240;  ''Invocation o/Saints*' a.n6,  "Mary,'* 
and  "  Mariolatry.'' 

Presbyterians  on  the  VI,  Synods,  2,  5.  gee  "Reformed*'  and  "Councils;" 
causes  of  their  fall  in  Poland  and  Lithuania,  161,  162. 

Presbyters,  crown  of,  125;  the  ordination  of  unexamined,  immoral,  or  unbelieving 
persons  to  the  presb3rterate  made  null  and  void,  415;  the  ordination  of 
those  who  had  fallen  into  idolatry  or  denial  of  Christ  in  persecution  for- 
bidden, and  all  such  deposed  if  ordained,  415;  Catharist  presbjrters  com- 
ing to  the  Church,  case  of,  413. 

Priesthood  of  believers,  3,  6. 

PriftULcy  of  Rome,  36,  93,  261,  262-267.    See  "Rome," 

Primianus,  399. 

Primus  inter  pares,  262. 

I^inciples  ttvo,  condemn  all  errors.  Preface,  page  VI. 

Private  judgment,  3. 

Procession,  meaning  of,  22,  33. 

Procession,  the  Double,  31,  33,  36,  80-63. 

Proclus,  58. 

Prosper,  on  the  Arians,  215. 

Prostration,  an  act  of  worship,  104. 

Hvtestants,  agitations  among,  Preface,  i. ;  mournful  state  of  things  among  Amer« 
ican  Protestants,  Preface,  i.,  ii.;  130  sedlsof  in  United  States,  Preface  ii. 

Protestant  Episcopal.    See  '  *  Anglican  Communion .  *  * 

Hvtnnce;  a  Bishop  is  to  be  appointed  by  all  the  Bishops  of  the  Province,  409; 
exception,  409;  power  of  the  Metropolitan  in  the  matter,  409,  411,  413;  its 
Synod  to  meet  twice  a  year,  409;  for  what  purposes,  409;  when,  409;  the 
rights  of  evexy  province  and  of  its  Metropolitan  within  it  guarded  and 
guaranteed  by  Nicaea,  411,  413. 

Publication  Fund,  18. 

Purgatory,  4,  6,  36;  compare  "  Prayer  for  the  dead." 

Puritans.    See  *  *  Catharists  * '  and  ' '  Novatians.  * ' 

Purists.    See  *  *  Catharists  "  and  "  Novatians. ' ' 

I^sey,  E.  B.,  his  paganism,  105,  106,  108,  iii.  See  "Oxford  Movement,'' 
"Pusey,  E.  B.,"  " Keble,"  and  "Newman,"  and  " Neale," 

Pusey,  P.  E.,  11,  note;  227,  note  300. 

Quartodecimans,  and  Quartodecimanism,  286;  difference  between  Polycarp  of 
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Smyrna  and  Anicetus  of  Rome  on  that  point,  286,  287;  all  the  Orthodox 
Quartodecimans  obeyed  the  decision  of  Nicaea  on  that  matter,  287;  author- 
ities on  the  early  disputes  on  it,  287. 

\otations;  the  ancients  sometimes  quoted  the  sense  rather  than  the  exact 
words,  361. 

\ccolta,  the,  224. 

al  Presence^  idolatrous  worship  of  an  alleged,  1 14;  St  Cyril  of  Alexandria 
against  that  error,  114.  See  **  Eucharist,''  and  **  Relative  Worship,**  and 
**  Creature-Service,''  and  "  Wafers,"  and  '* Leavened  Bread." 

formation^  the,  83. 

formed,  the;  on  Creeds  and  the  Six  Ecumenical  Synods,  131-163;  139,  150; 
their  present  degeneracy,  146;  causes  of  their  fall  in  Poland  and  Lithu- 
ania, 161, 162;  low  state  on  faith  of  some,  Preface  ii.  See  *^ Presbyterians." 

lative  Worship  of  the  Israelites  in  their  idolatry,  109;  of  so-called  Christians, 
114;  of  Arians,  209,  210;  note  525,  page  349;  relative  worship  of  things  not 
God;  the  Israelites  guilty  of  that  sin  are  said  to  have  forsaken  God,  notes 
302,  303,  on  pages  227  and  228;  relative  worship,  37, 41;  condemned  by  the 
Third  Ecumenical  Council,  89,  90;  and  by  the  Fifth,  90;  349,  note  525; 
see  **  Creature-Service;"  fault  of  the  leaders  of  the  Oxford  movement  on, 
349,  note  525;  Pusey's,  105;  349,  note  525.  See  also  '^ Bible"  and 
''Bingham." 

lie  Worship,  forbidden,  104,  twice;  115;  note  525,  page  350;  relic  worship 
forbidden  by  the  VI.  Councils,  note  525,  page  350;  and  by  Holy  Writ  402. 

naudott  80,  note;  81,  note. 

^erve,  do<ftrine  of,  6. 

odes,  Bishop  of,  29. 

ileyj  Bishop,  in,  115. 

^lle,  Synod  at,  135. 

ediger,  81. 

man  Supremacy,  31,  36.    See  ** Pome"  below. 

me,  Church  of,  8,  88.  See  ''Latin  Church"  and  "Latins,"  91,  160;  had  no 
supremacy,  but  only  a  primacy  at  Nicaea,  263.  See  "Supremacy"  above. 
The  Bishop  of  Rome  subject  to  an  Ecumenical  Synod,  263;  Pope  Vigilius 
and  Honorius,  both  judged  and  condemned  by  Ecimienical  Councils,  263; 
Leo  XIII.  not  deemed  by  the  Greeks  a  valid  successor  of  Peter,  263;  both 
Greeks  and  Anglicans  condemn  him  as  a  heretic,  263;  what  should  be 
done,  263.  See  "Seventh  Ecumeftical  Council;"  who  were  representa- 
tives of  Rome  at  Nicaea  ?  279,  280;  no  Bishop  of  Rome  can  usurp  to  him- 
self alone  an  autocracy  over  all  other  Bishops,  nor  usurp  to  himself  alone 
the  powers  given  by  Christ  to  all  the  Apostles,  page  287,  note  450 >^ ;  Rome 
shuns  Scripture  words  and  sense  in  stating  her  idolatry,  and  creature  in- 
vocation, 402. 

me,  Bishop  of;  his  rights  in  his  own  province  in  Italy,  411;  her  attempt  to 
obtain  Appellate  Jurisdidlion  in  Latin  Africa  in  the  fifth  century,  and  re- 
sistance of  Carthage  and  the  Afiicans  thereto.  Preface  ii. 

wi  Screen,  71. 
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Roum  Kali,  Council  of,  A.  D.  1179;  57- 

Rufinus,  146,  326;  his  Latin  Version  of  the  Nioene  Creed,  319-324. 

Russian  Church.    See  ''  Greek  Church,**  and  35. 

Sabellius,  and  his  heresy;  136,  175,  185,  190,  191. 

Sacratnentf  no  definition  of  the  Universal  Church  as  to  what  a  sacrament  is,  nor 

as  to  how  many  there  are;  the  Greeks  use  not  that  Latin  word,  127, 128L 
Sacrifices  to  idols;  forbidden  in  A^  XV.;  page  29. 
Sacrifice,  an  act  of  religious  worship  and  prerogative  to  God,  234. 
Sacrifice  of  the  Mass,  4,  6.     See  *' Eucharist,**  and  **  Adoration  of  the  Host,** 

"  Leavened  Bread, "  and  "  Wafers,  ** 
Sahag,  58,  note. 

Saints,  invocation  of    See  **  Invocation  of  Saints,** 
Samosatenes,  130,  136;  231,  text  and  note.    See  **AulofSamosata,** 
Sancroft,  Archbishop,  iii. 
Saravia,  136,  text  and  note. 
Sarmatas,  170,  171,  174,  188. 
Schaff,  P.,  25;  32,  text  and  note;  33,  87,  128. 
Scotch  Confession,  the,  151-154. 
Scriptures.    See  * '  Bible.  * ' 

Second  Ecumenical  Synod.    See  under  '*/.  Constantinople.** 
Secret  Societies,  121. 
Seleucia,  Council  of,  215. 
Secundus,  Bishop  of  Pentapolis,  173,  188,  282. 
Setni-Arian.    See  **  Basil  of  Ancyra.^' 
Sendomir,  Agreement  of,  139. 

Seventh  Ecumenical  Council,  a,  needed,  90-95;  will  be  a  glorious  gathering,  26a 
Severus^  the  heresiarch,  71,  79,  94. 
Sguropulus,    See  **Syrvpulus.** 
Sheldon,  Archbishop,  iii. 
Shifnoon,  Mar,  45. 
Simeon  the  Stylite,  72. 

Six  Bishops,  the,  sent  by  James  II.  to  the  Tower,  all  monks,  iii. 
Six  Ecumenical  Synods,  the.    See  under  *  *  Greeks,  **  **  Latins,  **  "  Anglicans^** 

'* Lutherans,**  *' Reformed,**  and  **  Councils;  **  in  the  Latin  Communion, 

88;  they  could  not  err  on  fads,  88,  89. 
Sixth  Ecumenical  Synod,  1,  2,  3,  5,  7,  8,  104,  no;  144,  159. 
Smith,  Thos,,  24,  32,  33. 
Smith  and  lVace*s  DiBionary,  85. 
Smith  and  Cheetham*s  Didlionary,  85,  87. 
Smyrna,  69. 

Sobeiski  and  his  Poles  saved  Vienna  in  1683,  260. 
Socinians,  139. 
Socrates,  the  Church  Historian,  37,  164,  165,  174,  326.    Sec  **Bohn*s  Sdcrates;** 

for  Origen  and  the  view  that  God  has  no  body,  193-200;  an  Origenist  in 

part  at  least,  194-200;  is  supposed  to  have  omitted  something  of  the  Arian, 

Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  to  save  his  Orthodoxy,  page  346,  note  524;  abused 
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St  Enstathins  to  favor  the  Arian  Busebius  of  Caesarea,  ibid. ;  and  so  he 
abases  St  Methodius,  St  Eustathius,  and  St.  Theophilus,  because  they 
opposed  the  errors  of  his  fevorite,  Origen,  who  was  afterwards  anathema- 
tized by  the  Fifth  Synod,  ibid.;  may  have  omitted  a  part  of  the  S3^odal 
Epistle  of  Nicaea  because  it  condemns  Novatianism,  ibid.;  is  deenmd  a 
Novatian,  ibid.;  may  be  anathematized  by  the  Fifth  Synod,  ibid.;  on 
Horins,  on  owria  and  \m6araat^^  37&-383. 

Son  o/God^  the.    See  " Logos;  *^  we  receive  all  our  bleesings  through  him,  323. 

Sosates.    See  «  Sotades.  *' 

Solades,  aoo,  note  228,  and  page  202,  note  229. 

Soulish  Sin,  what,  note  634,  page  409. 

Souihgaie,  Bishop,  71,  72;  on  the  Monophysitism  of  the  Syrians,  73-80;  81  text 
and  note;  82. 

Sozomen,  the  Chnrch  historian,  164,  165,  214,  215.    See  **Bohn*s;**  and  326;  an 
Origenist  in  part,  194-200;  his  error  as  to  Eustathius,  272,  273. 

Standing,  when  we  must  stand  in  prayer,  425. 

Stanley,  Dean,  108;  his  impiety,  108;  his  faults,  163. 

Stigandt  124. 

Strangled  things,  29. 

Subsistence  (im6GTaat^),  See  under  *  *  Nicaea; '  *  and  'Xir^oraai^  in  fiie  Greek  Index, 
and  401, 402,  403. 

Substance  {ovaia).  See  under  ** Nicaea;^*  and  Ovoia  in  the  Greek  Index;  and 
401,  402,  403. 

Sufferings,  the,  of  Christ    See  ^*  Economic  Appropriation,** 

Suicer,  on  Creature- Worship,  232,  233. 

Supererogation,  works  of.    See  "  Works.** 

Swainson,  85,  87. 

Stuedish  Church,  130. 

Sylvester,  Pope,  326;  383,  note  604. 

Synisact  women.    See  "  Co-in-led,**  408,  409. 

Slynod  at  Alexandria,  171. 

Slynod  of  the  Apostles,  28,  29,  30. 

Sjyrian  Monophy sites,  that  is  Jacobites;  authorities  on,  71;  what  Councils  they 
receive,  and  what  Creeds  they  use,  71-S5;  their  present  dodlrinal  position, 
71-85;  Syrian  Monophysite  Patriarch,  80,  82,  83.    See  ''Jacobites.** 

Sfyrian  Orthodox  Bishops;  persecuted  by  Arians,  214. 

Sjyrian  Romanists,  75. 

Syrianus,  Duke  of  Egypt,  214. 

Syrians,  not  Monophysites;  their  fault  before  Nestorius,  107. 

Syropulus,  27,  29. 

Thble,  the  Holy;  wrongly  abolished,  106,  115;  not  worshippable,  X15;  its  proper 
position,  125. 

Tall  Brothers,  the,  194. 

TkUian,  no. 

7*en  Commandments,  137. 

Tieriullian  on  Baptism,  15,  133;  on  clerical  digamy,  99;  on  Eternal  Birth,  iio» 
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191;  on  the  birth  of  the  Logos  out  of  the  Father's  mouth,  189;  on  *^  Issue ^^ 

190;  held  that  God  has  a  body,  195,  196,  300. 
TessaracosL    See  **Z,«i/." 
Tetrapolitan  Confession^  the,  154. 
Teutonic  race;  saved  Christendom  in  Century  VIII.,  260. 
Thalia  of  Arius^  poetry,  177,  200-205;  222;  remarks  on,  205. 209;  see  **Arius;*^ 

extra^  from,  220. 
Theodore  of  Mopsuestia,  9,  45;  58,  note;  159;  results  of  the  sin  of  letting  him  die 

in  the  Church,  107;  a  Manuscript  History  of  the  Nicene  Council  said  to  be 

his,  267,  268;  his  notion  as  to  who  addressed  Constantine,  in  the  Nicene 

Council,  389,  390. 
Theodore}  of  Cyrus,  the  Nestoriau,  44,  note;  his  error  on  the  Eucharist,  IQ5;  on 

Baptism,  123;  his  abuse  of  St  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  163;  a  Man-server,  169; 

but  opposed  to  Anus,  and  to  his  worship  of  God  the  word  as  a  creature. 

See   '^Bohn^s'*  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  History;  on  Eustathius,  275, 

274;  Gelasius  of  C3rzicus  compiles  from  him,  326. 
Theodosius,  Bishop  of  Laodicea;  an  Arian,  180,  181. 
Theodosius  /.,  the  Great,  Emperor,  155. 
Theodosius  II,,  Emperor,  58,  note. 

Theodotus,  Bishop  of  Laodicea,  an  Arian,  (wrongly  spelled  Theodosius  in  Bohn*s 
translation  of  Theodoret's  Ecclesiastical  History^  181;  note  574,  page  369. 

Theonas,  Bishop  of  Marmarica,  an  Arian,  188,  281,  282. 

Theophilus,  St.,  of  Antioch,  against  the  do^bine  of  Eternal  Birth,  84,  no;  180, 
note  197;  191. 

Theophilus,  St.,  of  Alexandria,  his  belief  as  to  the  question  whether  God  has  a 
body  or  not,  and  his  dififerences  on  that  matter  from  some  of  his  monks, 
from  Epiphanius,  and  from  John  Chxysostom,  and  his  final  agreement  on 
it  with  St.  Epiphanius,  193-200;  gathers  Synods  to  condemn  Origen,  198; 
abused  by  the  Origenist  Socrates,  note  524. 

Theophylact,  on  Romans  II.,  6;  page  232. 

Theorian,  on  Latin  customs  and  on  those  of  the  Greeks,  7a 

Theotiwus,  defends  Ongen,  198,  199. 

Theotokos,  47. 

Third  Ecumenical  Synod,  11,  13,  104,  130,  140,  144;  227,  note  30a 

Thorn,  Declaration  of,  141,  143,  145. 

Throne,  pagan  sin  of  worshipping  a,  105. 

Timothy,  71. 

Tittmann,  128. 

Tolstoy,  Count  Dmitry;  on  the  causes  of  the  fall  of  Protestantism  in  Poland,  161. 

TVadition,  the  universal  historic,  88;  the  Six  Synods  decided  in  accordance  with 
iti  89,  159;  all  should  restore  it,  90,  91,  92,  248,  249;  what  it  teaches,  90,  91, 
92;  248,  249;  the  heretical  Councils  decided  contrary  to  it,  159;  the  Arians 
disregarded  it,  167,  248,  249. 

T^ansubstantiation,  4,  6,  49,  107.    See  under  **  Eucharist.** 

TreaVs  Catholic  Faith,  94,  95, 
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TVent  form  of  Constaniinopolitan  Creeds  144,  157;  Trent  rejedied  tyy  the  Scotch 
Reformed,  153. 

Tribune^  N.  K,  matter  from  on  the  VI.  Synods,  3. 

Trine  immersion^  36,  90,  91,  92,  122;  409,  note  632.  See  '* Baptism,**  See 
**  Bingham.** 

THniiy,  See  under  ** Councils,**  ''Creeds,**  and  5,  8,  134,  136,  137,  154,  155, 
225,  226;  the  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Spirit,  not  three  Gods,  bat  three 
Parts  of  One  God,  249. 

TVisagion,  Armenian  form  of,  57-60;  the  Greeks  on,  59. 

Turk,  the;  God's  curse,  40. 

THUlo,  Council  of;  an  expression  in  Canon  I.  of,  31;  on  long  hair  on  men,  39; 
commands  the  Bucharistic  bread  and  wine  to  be  given  separately^  its  adop- 
tion of  the  adlion  of  Carthage  against  Rome  should  be  made  uniirersal,  93. 

T^yler^  Rev,  f.  E,,h\a  works  against  different  sorts  of  creature-worthip  com- 
mended, 41;  113,  note  83;  213. 

Union  of  East  and  West,  10,  12,  36,  40,  41. 

Universal  Church,  2,  12. 

Universalists,  Preface  ii. 

Unleavened  bread,  36,  57.  See  under  *' Leavened  Bread,**  ** Eucharist,**  and 
**  Wafers**    See  also  under  Kvfia  in  the  Greek  Index. 

VcUens,  the  Arian  Emperor;  he  persecuted,  213,  214. 

Valentinian  I.,  Emperor,  214. 

Valentinus,  185,  188,  190,  191. 

Valesius,  page  349,  note  524;  page  374. 

Vatican  Council,  A.  D.  1870;  88,  92. 

Veil,  the,  40;  its  use  in  the  Oriental  Church  derived  from  the  temple  service  of 
the  Israelites,  69;  why  never  used  in  the  West,  69,  70;  the  later  Creeks 
have  abolished  it  for  the  Iconostasis,  69;  should  be  used  among  them,  92. 

Venables,  326,  327. 

Vestments,  clerical.    See  *  *  Colobion,  *  *  and  *  *  Hefniphorium,  *  * 

ViHoria,  Queen^  105. 

ViHorinus  of  Petau,  or  Pettau,  no,  189. 

Vigilius,  Pope,  censured  by  the  Fifth  Council  for  not  doing  his  duty  against 
heretics,  263. 

Vincent  of  Lerius,  no,  215,  and  Preface  vi. 

Virgin  Mary,  worship  of  rejedled,  4,  6,  104. 

Vladislaus  IV,,  145,  162. 

Voigt,  181. 

Voltaire,  149. 

Wafers,  in  the  Eucharist    See  *^ Eucharist,**  and  pagrs  57,  105  and  Z07. 

Waldenses,  139. 

fVaterland,  32,  note;  87,  note. 

Western  Empire,  the,  11. 

Western  Church,  12;  customs  of,  70;  persecuted  by  Arians,  2x4-217. 

Western  Communions,  23. 

Whittingham,  Bishop;  disobeyed  by  some  of  his  clerics  on  Confession,  iiS, 
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Whoredom,  fleshly,  109. 

Whoredom,  apiiitna],  109. 

William  0/ Hesse,  i\2. 

Wilson,  93,  71,  73. 

Wiseman,  Cardinal,  authorizes  the  " RoftoUa,"  334. 

Wladislas,  ji. 

Wolff,  Dr.,  55. 

Women.    See  "  Co-in-led." 

Word,  God  the.    See  "Logos,"  which  in  Greek  meana  "  Word." 

Works  of  Supererogation,  36. 

Worship,  aAi  of  mentioned  in  Scripture,  337,  note  303;  worship  of  the  Saoed 
Heart  of  Jeaoa;  condainned  by  the  Third  Synod,  89;  to  woiiliip  Chriat  as  a 
creature,  and  by  ncccauiy  implicatioa  any  Other  creature  ta  to  tom  one's 
back  on  God,  333,  338;  woiahip  of  Sainta;  lee  "InvoaUiom  0/ SaimU," 
"Bowing,"  and  "  Creature- Worthip,"  336. 

Xenajas,  80. 

Yegdedjerd,  11;  58,  note. 

Young,  Biahop  of  Florida,  44;  note  loj. 

Zeno,  Blahop  of  Verona,  no. 

Zoiitnus,  Pope,  5. 

Zosimus,  the  pagan  historian;  hia  account  of  Conatantine*!  Coavenion,  sSj-gSSi 

Zuinglian  Creed,  the,  150. 
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INDEX  TO  TEXTS   OF  HOLY  SCRIPTURE. 


REMARKS. 


The  Creed  of  Nicaea  is  almost  wholly  in  the  exail  words  of  Scrip* 
ture  and  wholly  in  its  sense.  That  will  be  shown  at  length  in 
another  volume  of  this  set  on  Nicaea,  where  a  comparison  is  made 
between  the  two.  Both  the  Ecumenical  Creeds,  that  of  the  First 
Council,  and  that  of  the  Second,  are  preeminently  Scriptural;  and  so 
are  of  supreme  authority  as  being  couched  in  inspired  language,  as 
well  as  being  the  utterances  of  that  Universal  Christ-commissioned 
Apostolate  to  whom  He  has  promised  His  Holy  Spirit  to  guide  them 
into  all  truth  (i)  and  which  is  to  abide  with  them  in  teaching  (and 
in  defining  and  in  ruling  which  are  parts  of  teaching),  to  the  end  of 
the  world  (2).  The  Holy  Spirit  guided  them  into  the  truth  in  their 
two  meetings  or  Councils  at  Jerusalem  of  which  we  read  in  Adls  XI. 
and  XV.,  and  in  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils  thereafter;  and  by  His 
aid  they  drew  up  the  two  Ecumenical  Creeds,  all  their  Definitions  on 
them  and  on  the  Faith,  and  all  such  of  their  Canons  as  were  received 
and  approved  by  the  whole  Apostolate,  East  and  West.  And  because 
the  Decisions  of  the  Six  Councils  of  the  whole  Christian  world  were 
put  forth  with  the  promised  help  and  guidance  of  the  Holy  Ghost, 
therefore  he  who  contravenes  and  reje(5ls  them  is  to  be  counted  by  us 
*'aj  a  heathen  man  and  a  publican  '*  (Matt.  XVIII.,  17).  For,  led  by 
the  Spirit  of  God,  the  Christian  Church  is  ''  the  piUar  and  ground  of 
the  truth''  (I.  Tim.  III.,  15);  and  whatsoever  its  Apostolate  binds 
on  earth  shall  be  bound  in  heaven,  and  whatsoever  they  loose  on 
earth  shall  be  loosed  in  heaven  (Matt.  XVIII.,  18). 

(i).    John  XIV..  16,  17;  John  XV.,  26;  John  XVI.,  13. 
(2).    Matt  XXVIII. ,  19,  20. 
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The  Synodal  Epistle  of  Nicaea  imitates  Scripture  language, 
more  or  less,  as  do  the  Canons  also,  but  the  direct  quotations  of  texts 
are  found  only  in  Canon  II.,  where  I.  Timothy  III.,  6,  is  dted,  and 
in  Canon  XVII.,  where  Psalm  XV..  5  (Psalm  XIV.,  5,  Septuagint), 
is  quoted.  Yet  the  expression  in  Canon  XII.  about  dogs  returning 
to  their  own  vomit,  is  a  plain  imitation  of  the  language  of  Proverbs 
XXVI.,  II,  and  II.  Peter  II.,  22;  and  the  expression  Eucharist  (3X 
that  is  Thanksgivings  applied  to  the  I/)rd's  Supper  in  Canons  XIII. 
and  XVIII.,  is  plainly  derived  from  the  statement  that  the  Lord 
gave  thanks  for  the  leavened  bread  (4)  (&pTo^),  and  the  wine  in  that 
sacred  rite  (5). 

The  texts  most  relied  on  by  the  Orthodox  for  the  Divinity  of  the 
Logos  and  for  his  consubstantiality  and  coetemity  with  the  Father 
were  John  VIII.,  42,  "/ came  out  0/ God.'* 

John  XVI..  28,  ''  Icame  out  of  the  Father;'  and 

Hebrews  I.,  3,  '*  CharaHer  of  His  Substance.'*  Hence  we  find 
them  so  often  quoted  below  and  elsewhere. 

It  is  to  be  very  much  regretted  that  all  of  them  are  sadly  mis- 
translated in  our  common  King  James'  Version. 

I  hope  to  revise  that  Version  soon,  if  means  be  given  me  to  pub- 
lish it. 

St.  Athanasius  in  his  Treatises  Against  Arianism  treats  of  several 
texts  and  refutes  the  Arian  perversion  of  them;  but  I  ought  to  add 
that  Newman's  translation  does  not  always  clearly  bring  out  St. 
Athanasius'  meaning,  because  he  unwisely  follows  our  inaccurate 
English  Common  Version  of  some  of  them.  See  under  them  all 
below  also,  and  the  Scripture  Indexes  to  Athanasius'  works,  those 
to  Epiphanius,  and  those  to  the  other  Orthodox  champions. 

The  texts  oftenest  perverted  by  the  Arians,  and  most  relied  on 
by  them  were  the  Septuagint  of  Proverbs  VIII.,  22,  and  Colossians 
1.,  15.  Others  will  be  found  mentioned  in  Athanasius'  Treatises, 
where  he  refutes  their  perversions  of  them. 


(3).     Greek,  'Exxf^P^oria, 

(4).     Greek,  ^xf^piar^oi.  Matt  XXVI.,  27;  Mark  XIV..  23;  Luke  XXII.,  19; 
and  I.  Cor.  XI.,  24. 

(5).    See  the  texts  referred  to  in  the  note  last  above. 
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OLD  TESTAMENT. 


GENESIS. 

I.,  26 384 

XII.,  I 231,  note  309 

XV.,  7 231,  note  309 

XVII.,  1-4 231,  note  309 

XIX.,  24 231,  note  310 

XXXn.,  30 231,  note  309 

XLVIIL,  15,  16-223;  231,  note  309 

EXODUS. 

XX.,  1-7 228,  note  303 

XX.,  4,  5  -243;  245»  note  375 

XX.,  4,  5,  6 40,  106 

XXXII.,  5 - 109 

DEUTERONOMY. 

IV.,  12 134 

v.,  7-11 248 

VI.,  4- 240 

XVII..  2,  3,  5,  6,  7 248 

XXXII.,  18;  367,  text,  and  note  568 

JUDGES. 
XIII.,  16 234,  note  325 

II.  SAMUEL, 
xrv.,  14 -  245 

I.  KINGS. 

XII.,  28,  etc 109 

II.  KINGS. 

XXII.,  I-20 12 

II.  CHRONICLES. 
XXXIV.,  1-33 12 


NEHEMIAH. 

IX.,  7 231,  note  309 

IX.,  18 109 

JOB. 

XVIIL.s -—  221 

XXXVIII.,  28,  Sept. ;  367,  text, 
and  note  570. 

PSALMS. 

II.,  7 233,  note  318 

XV.,  5,  (XIV.,  5,  Septua- 
gint);  421. 

xxxin.,6 189,  245,  246 

XLIV.,  I,  Sept.,  (Ps.  XLV., 
I,  King  James  Ver- 
sion ),     180,    note 

195;  189- 
XLV.,  6 231,  note  312 

LXXVIII.,  58 -  106 

LXXXI.,  6,Sept(LXXXII.,6, 
English  Version); 
219,  notes  272,  273. 

LXXXVIIL,  6,  Sept; 242 

CDC,  3,  Sept.  (Psalm  CX., 
3,  King  James  Ver- 
sion), i87,note  220; 
i89»  193;  368,  note 

571. 
ex.,  I 231,  note  311 

CXLV.,  13 231,  note  313 

PROVERBS. 

VIIL,  22, 23,  25,  Sept ;  note 
200  on  page  z8o; 
page  191,  277,  338; 
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343,  note  515;  page 
365,  text,  and  notes 
554,  558;  page  366, 
text,  and  note  560; 
page  367,  note  563. 

IX.,  18 221 

ISAIAH. 

I.,  2,  Sept;  367,  text, 
and  note  566. 

n.,  3 328,  329 

XLII.,  8 228,  note  303 

XL  v.,  14,  Sept 235,  twice. 

XI/V.,  pages  14,  15,  16,  as 
in  Paustin*8  Latin 
translation  of  the 
Septuagint  Greek 
Version,  251,  252. 

JEREMIAH. 

III.,  23,  Sept 241 

I/.,  38 70 

LAMENTATIONS. 
III.,  40  ..- . 40 


BZBKIEL. 

III.,  18,  20 248 

Vni.,  3  to  18  inclusive 106 

XXXHL,  6 248 

DANIEL. 

HL,  1-30;  242,  text,   and 

note  361. 
VIL,  9 200 

HOSEA. 


xni.,  I,  2,  3. 

XIV.,  3,  etc 


-109,  253 
244 


APOCHRYPHA. 


ECCLESIASTICUS. 


XXIV.,  3 189,  thrice 

BARUCH. 
in,  35 —  242 


NEW  TESTAMENT. 


1  ■ 


MATTHEW. 

III.,  6 16,  twice 

in.,  17;  222;  233,note3i9, 

and  page  253. 
IV.,  10;  pages  107,  108, 
115,  183,  192;  113; 
219,  note  271;  page 
225,  (John  IV.,  20, 
is  there  a  mistake 
for  Matt  IV.,  10); 
page  228,  note  302, 
twice,  and  note 
303;  page  329,  note 


478;  page  240,  243 

249»  255;  page  316, 
note  472;  page  325; 
note  553  on  page 
365;  373,  note  591. 

IV.,  II 234,  note  320 

v.,  15 221,  note  287 

v.,  29 —  169 

XVIL,  5 233,  note  319 

XVni.,  15-21 263 

XVin.,  17,  18;  pages  2, 10,  II, 

86,  98;  345,  note 
521,  twice;    page 


Index. 


473 


346,  note  523;  page 
368,  note  571;  page 
373,  note  592. 

XVIII.,  15-21 263 

XIX.,  w 116 

XXVm.,  i6-2o 263 

XXVni.,  17 240,  note  355 

xxvin.,  19 330,  340 

XXVm.,  19,  20;  pages  2,  15, 

90.  154;  page  345, 
note  521. 

MARK. 

I.,  II 233,  note  319 

I.,  13 234,  note  320 

IV.,  21 -—221,  note  287 

IX,  7 233,  note  319 

XII.,  29 -  240 

XII.,  29,  30 104,  115 

XVI.,  i6 345,  note  521 

LUKE. 

n.,  32 219,  note  275 

ni.,  22 233,  note  319 

rv.,  8;  page  228,  note  302, 
and  page  243.  See 
Matt  IV.,  10. 

IX.,  35 233,  note  319 

XI.,  33 221,  note  287 

XVni.,  2 note  594»page  377 

JOHN. 

I.,  i;  134,212;  231,  note 
315;  page  373,  note 

592. 
1.1  3;  235,  note  338;  page 
237,  note  342,  and 
page  245,  note  379. 

I.,  9,  10 219,  note  275 

I.,  14;  212,  238;  373,note  592 

ni.,  16 250,  note  397 

IV.,  21,  22,  24;  page  228, 

note  302. 

VIII.,  42 ;  page  179,  note 

192;  page  i87,notes 

219,  221;  page  193; 


218,  note  271;  page 

364,  note  551;  page 

365,  notes  554,  558; 
page  368,  note  571. 

IX.,  38 240,  note  355 

X.,  30 250,  384 

X.  33 357 

XIII.,  13 235 

XIV.,  6 225,  242 

XIV.,  9;  219,  note  278;  page 
235,  note  337. 

XIV.,  16,  17, 18  and  26 2 

XIV.,  i6,  17 345,  note  521 

XV.,  16 235,  note  330 

XV.,  26 2,  45,  82  and  245 

XVI.,  7-17 -      2 

XVI.,  13 345.  note  521 

XVI.,  15 235 

XVI.,  23,  24,  26—235,  note  330 
XVI.,   28;  page  179,  note 
192;  page  187,  notes 

219,  221;  page  193; 

364,  note  551;  page 

365,  notes  554,  555 
and  558;  page  568, 
note  571. 

XVII.,  3 241,  246 

XVII.,  5,10-— 134 

XVII.,  II,  21,  22,  23 93 

XVII.,  15 194 

XVIII.,  28 125 

XX.,  21-24 263 

XX.,  28;  2X2,  235;  373,  note  592 

ACTS. 

n.,  36;   page  231,  note 

316;  page  236. 
II.,  38;  page    109;    318 

note474;  page  330. 
rv.,  12 235,  note  339 

VI.,  7 69 

VII.,  1-4 231,  note  309 

VII.,  42 228,  note  302 

X.,  26 234 

X.,  34 — 246,  note  377 

XIII.,  33 233,  note  318 


XV.,  1-36;  p«ge«  a8,  aft 
94,  363;  369  twice. 

XV.,  39 287,  note  450ji 

XVIIL,  »a „  400 

ROMAHS. 

I.,  aa,  as 143,  045 

L,  35;  page  338,  note 
30a;  puges  a39,a45, 

L,  35  and  after 350,  aji 

n.,5 9» 

II.,  6 833 

VI.,  5 330;  409.  note  63a 

DC,  3 aai 

XVI.,  as i8s,i)ote  an 

I.  CORINTHIANS. 
I.,  34;  page  aoS,   note 
358;  page  ai9,  Dote 

3J6. 

v.,  3 - —  106 

v.,  3-6-  106 

v.,  II 348 

v.,  10,  II I30 

VI.,  9,  lb 328,  note  303 


VII., 


"3 


VIIL,  6;page  337,  note  343; 
page  346,  text  and 
note  386. 

X.,  4i  9 ajt.  note  309 

XI.,  14 39 

H.  CORINTHIANS. 
IV.,  4;  p^e  319,  note  376; 
page  331,  note  314. 

v.,  8 _ 36 

GALATIANa 

L,  I 169,  note  153 

I.,  8,  9---ig3;345ti»te  531 
IL,  II       —387,  iiote,45o« 
v.,  19-33;  page  138,  note 
303;  page  349. 


IV.,  5;3i8,note474ip"ge  33° 


v.,  37 

VI.,  13, 17 368 

PHILIPPIANS. 

II,  6. 

11-.  10 "35. 

C0I.OSSIANS. 

I-.  15:  page  aift 
a76;p«ge»3i. 
314;  page  337 
note  SOI. 

I.,  18 

II.,  13 

L  THBSSALONIAM 

IIL.  II 

v.,  9 -—235. 

n.  THESSALONIAt 

ni.,  6 

I.  TIMOTHY. 

I..  30 

ni.,  3,13 

III.,  6 - 

IIL,  15 

IV.,  I 

IV..  I,  a- ai8, 

n.  TIMOTHY. 
I.,  9;pagei8s.  nob 
31 1 ;  186,  not« 

I..  15 

IV.,  3 

TITUS. 

I.,  6 

I.,  14 

in.,  5 4Dft 


..a —33s, 

■.  3;  page  79,noti 
page  303,  not 
page  3 18,  text 
note  371;  p^ 


text  and  note  374, 
page  364,  note  551; 
365.  notes  554,  555 
and  558;  page  366, 
note  558. 

I.,  5 333,  note  318 

I.,  6:pagei86,iioteai3; 
page  n8,  note  3031 
page  334,  text,  and 
notes  331, 336;p^e 
340,  text,  and  notes 
356.  357;  page  353; 
P»ge  36s,  note  553. 

v..  5 333.  note  3'8 

v.,  9,  etc 235,  note  339 

VII.,  35 - 335 

IX.,  10 69 

IX.,  14 

XII.,  38 338,  note  303 

JAMES. 

I.,  17 319,  note  375 

v.,  13,  14,  IS>>6.  I7ii8-- 
I.   PETER. 

II-.  5.9 ~ 1*4 

II.  PETER. 
I-.  17;  page   333,   text. 
and  note  319. 


I.  JOHN. 

I-,  5 — >I9.  note  375 

II.,  i,a 335 

II.,  20 134 

v..  7 134 

v.,  JO, 313;  373,  note  593 

JUDH. 
I.,  8 186,  note  313 

REVELATIONS. 
I.,  6 4,6,  134 

IV.,  3 _ 3O0 

X.,6 185,  note  311 

XIV.,  4 173,  note  166 

XrV.,  9,  II 338,  note  303 

XIV,,  13 i6 

XVI.,  a 338,  note  303 

XIX.,  10;  page  338,  note 

30J;  p^e  334. 
XXL,  8;  page  109;  page 

338,  note  303;  page 

»49;  page  M5.  note 

331. 
XXII.,  8,  9;  page  328,  note 

301 ;  page  334,texta, 

and  note  334. 


476    Index  III. — Index  to  Greek  Words  and  Greek  Expressions . 


INDEX  TO  GREEK  WORDS  AND  GREEK 

EXPRESSIONS. 


For  the  chief  distindHvely  Orthodox  terms,  see  in  the  General 
Index  under  **  Orthodox  test-terms.''  A  part  of  them  are  specified 
below.    The  rest  are  fotind  as  above. 

See,  for  the  terms  and  expressions  used  by  the  Arians  to  state 
their  heresies,  under  '^  Arian  test- terms.'' 


ayevtrroyevfKt  bom  without  being  made:  page  i79t  »ote  191. 

aytwnroytvfK,  bom  without  being  created;  page  179,  note  191. 

ayiytrrof^  unmade;  page  229,  note  306. 

aytwtjTo^^  uncreated;  page  202,  note  231;  page  343,  note  514;  page  366,  note  561. 

dd^ijf ,  unthout  fear;  page  302,  note  471. 

a€«yei%,  always  bom;  page  179,  note  191. 

dCv/xa,  unleavened  wafers^  unleavened  things;  pages  31,  36,  57,  135. 

hldtfmiTo^y  Atheism,  being  without  God;  page  226,  note  297;  the  term  is  applied 
by  Athanasius  to  the  Arians,  ibid. 

oBkiyv^,  Atheists,  that  is,  being  without  God;  note  502  on  page  373. 

cupeaiv^  heresy t  applied  to  Arian  creature-worship;  page  318,  note  268. 

aiuviuv,  page  184,  note  207.    See  there  for  its  meaning. 

a^h)iuT6v,  convertible;  page  306. 

avadefiarV^n  ^  KadaXiK^  ^Eiuthfcia,  the  Universal  Church  anathematizes,  that  is 
curses;  page  306. 

avaXkoiuTo^^  not  convertible  into  anything  else;  page  180. 

avOpt^oXarpeiay  giving  service^  that  is  worship,  to  a  Man;  St  Athanasius  con- 
demns it  as  creature-worship  and  contrary  to  Scripture;  page  333,  top. 
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m^pufKoT^axpiii^  to  serue^  that  is  to  worship  a  Man;  page  233. 

m^punolArfiiK^  Man-Service,  that  is,  Man-worship^  that  is,  worshipping  a  Man; 
page  233. 

avOpfjiro^yia^  eating  a  Man,  that  is,  Man-eating,  that  is  cannibalism,  charged  by 
St  Cyril  of  Alexandria  on  Nestorius  as  the  necessary  result  of  his  error  of 
the  adnal  eating  of  Christ's  human  body  in  the  Eucharist;  page  50. 

airrixdCovrer,  likening;  page  242,  note  362. 

aiSp^Kuv  oLptTMuv  oKarax^uv,  uncaUchized  heretical  men;  page  180,  note  194. 
affb^Jrom,  how  it  differs  from  in,  out  of;  page  193. 
awh  rob  tlov,  from  the  Son;  page  33. 

'Apetoftavirai,  Ariomaniacs,  that  is,  Arian  maniacs;  page  226,  note  297. 
^<K,  leavened  bread;  pages  31,  57,  125. 

&PXt*^  avrovy  He  began  Him,  or  He  rules  Him;  page  187,  note  218. 
«p;rt»  origin,  originator,  fdav  apx^^  one  originator;  page  226,  note  293;  rpelc  apxdf, 
three  originators;  page  226,  note  29a:    Arian  senses. 

&PXi  ovrov.  His  Originator;  page  187,  note  217:    Arian  sense. 

^?C^i  beginning;  page  277.    The  Orthodox  taught  that  the  Father  is  the  source 

(r^  apxf/v)  of  the  Logos  and  the  Holy  Ghost,  but  not  that  He  made  them. 

They  had  always  been  in  Him  before  they  came  out  of  Him. 

6pxufrieKowoi,  Archbishop,  or  Chief  Bishop;  page  173,  note  168. 

apx^P^t  High  lYiesl;  page  168,  text,  and  note  148;  273,  text,  and  note  428. 

apxttpoo<^i  High  JViesthood,  that  is,  the  episcopate;  page  168,  text,  and  note 

148. 
AatfiovoiVy  they  are  impious;  page  227,  note  297,  where  St  Athanasius  charges  the 

Arians  with  impiety  for  asserting  that  God  the  Word  is  a  creature,  and  so 

with  falling  into  the  sins  of  polytheism  and  creature-worship.    See  the* 

text  of  pages  226,  227,  228  and  229  on  that 
hf  ov  ytywtv,/rom  when  He  was  made;  page  208,  note  257. 


ytvifi^voi,  made;  page  309. 

ywr<5f ,  made,  cannot  be  said  of  God;  page  243.  Ttvvnr6i,  bom,  may  be  used  of  the 

birth  of  God  the  Word,  ibid.    Eusebius  of  Caesarea,  the  Arian,  uses 

ytvnrdt  in  the  sense  of  created;  page  343.  note  513.    r«^^  used  ^  the 

sense  of  made,  and  creafed,  on  page  229,  note  306,  and  on  page  358,  note 

534. 
ytw6t»,  to  bring  forth;  passive,  to  be  bom;  page  179,  note  191;  pages  181, 182,  306, 

309,  322;  343i  note  512;  344,  note  517;  page  3^1  notes  563,  564,  567.    See 

also  irp^,  etc.,  below. 
yrvvvr6iy  generated,  bom;  page  202,  note  231;  page  243,  note  369;  page  366,  note- 

562,  and  page  367,  note  563. 
yp&^,  page  397;  to  write  {to  subscribe  f),  page  397. 
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6i'  avToiff  through  Him;  page  237,  note  342. 
dd^of,  dignities t  glories;  page  186,  note  212. 
6oihH^  servants^  slaves;  note  329,  page  235. 
6v&i,  Duad;  page  204,  note  239. 


k»  eI<Jof  ee^j^rof,  one  hind  0/  Divinity;  note  297,  page  226. 
eiS6Xotf,  **  idols,**  that  is,  "  images;  *'  page  242,  note  362. 

eidiiXoX&Tpai,  idolaters,  that  is,  image-tuorshippers,  applied  to  the  Arians  because 
they  worshipped  a  mere  created  Christ;  page  238,  note  350;  compare  page 
242,  note  362,  where  Athanasius  calls  that  Arian  idolatry  blasphemy 
against  themselves;  that  is  to  their  own  harm. 

tiKdvay  likeness,  used  for  Nebuchadnezzar's  graven  image;  page  242,  note  362. 

In  the  passages  of  Scripture  following  which  speak  of  the  Logos 
as  bom  out  of  (^x)  the  Father  the  Orthodox  took  ^x  in  that  first  and 
radical  sense,  and  so  insisted,  in  accordance  with  Hebrews  I.,  3,  Char- 
aHer  of  his  Substance,  that  as  bom  out  of  Him  He  was  ''  of  the  same 
substance  as  the  Father  *  *  (6fjLooufftov  t^  Ilarpi).  Their  credal  utterances 
below  were  based  on  that  understanding  and  hence  they  insisted  that 
the  Word  is  co-eternal  with  the  Father  and  very  God,  and  as  being 
God  is  therefore  to  be  worshipped.  Besides  they  proved,  as  for  in- 
stance in  passages  quoted  from  Athanasius  above,  that  bowing,  pros- 
tration, prayer  and  sacrifice,  which  are  a<5ls  of  religious  service,  were 
g^ven  to  the  Logos  in  Scripture,  and  that  as  by  Christ's  law  in  Matt., 
IV.,  10,  no  act  of  religious  service  may  be  g^ven  to  any  creature, 
therefore  He  must  be  God. 

The  Arians,  as  we  see  in  the  passages  above  quoted  from  their 
leaders  Arius  himself  and  Kusebius  of  Nicomedia,  cavilled  endlessly 
against  that  natural  sense  of  those  texts,  insisted  that  He  did  not 
come  out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father,  but  was  created;  and  yet, 
though  a  creature,  is  to  be  deemed  a  God  other  than  the  Father,  and, 
as  being  only  a  mere  creature,  inferior  to  Him;  and,  moreover,  is  to 
be  worshipped  by  bowing,  etc. ;  and  hence  they  landed,  on  their  own 
showing,  in  creature-service  and  in  polytheism. 

M,  **  out  of,**  how  it  differs  from  aird,  **from,*^  page  193.  See  also  under  airh  nm 
tlov,  and  kn  Tov  Qeov, 
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ex  yaorpof  npo  *E«c^p<w  eyhvr/aa  ae,  '*  I  brought  thee  forth  out  of  the  insides  before 

the  morning  star;  *»  page  187,  note  220;  page  193;  368,  note  571. 
U  rmt  eeov  f^^Aftw,  ^^  I  came  out  of  God,"  John  VIII.,  42;  page  187,  note  219;  193; 

page  365,  note  558;  page  368,  note  571. 
U  rov  0eov  imiani,  He  has  existed  from  God,  page  204,  note  243. 
U  iTTf  tweias  rov  Uarpd^^  *'out  of  the  substance  of  the  Father,"  pages  306,  382,  403. 
kii^Uknf  U  rm>  HarpSi,  ''/came  out  of  the  Father,**  John  XVI.,  28;  page  187,  note 

219;  193;  page  365,  note  558;  page  368,  note  571. 
ec  rov  IIoTp^c,  **out  of  the  Father;"  page  343,  note  515. 
CK  TOW  Warplbi  yryew^oHai,  **  bom  out  of  the  Father;"  page  343,  note  512;  rbv  U  rov 

Ilorpdc  yewrfOevra  wpo  irdvruv  rCtv  aluvuv,  * '  who  was  bom  out  of  the  Father 

before  all  the  worlds;"  page  83. 
Is  TfA  Tiov,  **  out  of  the  Son,"  page  33. 

h  ry  b^fiOTi  *lifaov,  **in  the  name  of  Jesus;"  page  235,  note  330. 
ef  hwopJxHOi  iTTf  ovaiaq,  "  outflow  from  His  substance;**  page  365,  note  557. 
ef  oirrov,  ^*  ant  of  Him;**  page  187,  note  219;  page  246,  note  387;  page  365,  note 

555;  compare  6C  ov,  page  246,  note  389. 
cf  hipoi  viroardoeuc  V  oifoia^,  "out  of  another  subsistefice  or  substance;**  page  382. 
'^muibvrw,  *^  out  of  things  not  existing,**  that  is,  "  out  of  nothing;**  page  207, 

notes  249.  250;  page  346,  note  523;  page  392,  note  619. 
cf  inmuifuvav  rtvd^,  ov6e,  "  nor  out  of  any  premously  existing  thing;  **  page  181, 

note  201. 
tKuakmfu^^  '*  we  invoke;"  page  239,  note  350. 

{tnfdvia,  "  Christmas,"  and  '^Epiphany,"  that  is,  ''showing;  "  page  60 
hrifdwof,  "  manifest,"  *'  shown;  **  page  6a 
Irvpoec^r,  **  difference  of  kind;**  page  226,  note  297. 


U 


iriearo^  "ted,**  "  was  a  leader;**  page  262. 
ifu^AfMfp,  "a  half  pharos;  **  page  166,  note  140. 
ift$p6piov^  "tf  half  pharos;"  page  166,  note  140. 

^  irore  ftre  wic  jJv,  **  there  was  once  when  He  was  not;  **  page  207,  note  251;  page 
346,  note  523;  page  392,  note  62a 

8 


6f^  U  Oiovj  "  God  out  of  God;  "  pages  306,  307,  402. 
erfc,  1r^fnK  fiovoytvfj^^  "full  God,  sole  generated;  **  note  198,  page  i8a 
eeortfffof,  "  Bringer  forth  of  God;  "  pages  47,  156. 

aro^ia,  "The  God  showing,"  "  Theophany,"  that  is,  "Epiphany,*'  and  also 
•*  Christmas;"  page  60. 
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*lepa  Kar^xv^fi^t  '*  Socred  InstruHion;  "  59. 

Itp6,  2ifvoV«if,  **  Sacred  Synopsis  "  or  '*  Sacred  Compendium;  **  page  3a. 


KoBoXiK^  KoX  anoaroXuaiv  iKKhjciav^  **  Universal  and  Apostolic  Church;**  pages  52, 

306,  307,  313,  314,  315,  319;  compare  for  Latin  translations  pages  j2o,  321, 
and  324. 

Karopdufuuji,  **  righlings;  "  page  299,  note  468. 

Koivy  Vi^,  **bya  common  vote;**  page  303. 

Koivijvd^f  **  sharer;  **  page  278,  text,  and  note  439. 

Ko^jo^iuv  and  KoM^tov,  "an  undergarment  with  short  sleeves;  **  page  166,  note  141. 

KTi^u,  **/  duildf  I  create;**  pages  277  and  191;  page  365,  note  558;  and  in  the 

Index  to .  Texts  of  Scripture,    See  under  Proverbs  VIII. ,  22. 
«T/<7£f,   "creation,**  " creature;** 'ps^  277,  note  435;  ktUjh  dwAHwvref,  "serving 

a  creature;  **  page  237,  note  343;  compare  page  243,  note  369,  and  page 

243,  note  362;  page  244,  note  371;  and  page  245,  notes  373,  374. 
KTlofia,  "creature;  **  page  226,  note  297;  page  229,  note  306;  page  222,  note  268; 

page  230,  note  307;  page  234,  note  322;  page  236,  note  341;  page  342,  note 

510;  page  344,  note  517;  note  534,  page  358. 
KriafiaTo?MTp£ia^  " creature-service,**  that  is,  " creature-worship;**  page  232;  called 

a  "heresy,**  by  St  Athanasius,  page  218,  note  268;  and  "alien  and  not 

from  the  Fathers,**  ibid. 
KTiormt  *'  Creator;  **  page  277,  note  435. 
KTioToXarptf^,  "creature-server,**  that  is,  creature-worshipper;**  page  277,  note 

435;  compare  page  240,  note  356. 
KTiar6^,  page  240,  note  356,  and  page  242,  note  362;  page  244,  note  371;  pages  306, 

307.  309,  313.  314,  315,  3191  321,  322,  324. 

irf'pwf,  "Lord**  "Master;**  page  278,  text,  and  notes 438  and  439. 


Xarpeia,  "sendee,  worship;**  page  218,  and  note  268;  "creature-service**  called 

"heresy,**  ibid. 
Xarpevu,  "  I  serve,**  "I  worship;**  page  228,  note  302,  five  times;  and  page  229, 

note  306. 
Aoyloif,  rotf  Oc«wc,  '*  the  divine  Oracles,**  page  168,  note  149. 
rhv  \6yov  tov  Ilar/jiJf,  **  the  Word  of  the  Father;  **  page  277,  note  435.    See  under 

oixjla  below. 
6  A6yo^  *Eidi6$tToc,  "  the  Word  within**  [the  Father],  pages  17,  83,  179,  note  191. 
6  Adyof  Tipo^pucd^,  "the  Word  borne  forth**  [out  of  the  Father];  page  17, 83;  179, 

note  191. 
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fioiH/Gu^  **  lesson;  **  page  329,  note  480. 

fiefieTpr/fiivnv,  ''measured;**  page  275,  note 432. 

fiipoc  avTov,  ''pari  of  Him;**  note  556,  page  365. 

fikfioq  ai/rov  ofioobaiov,  "a  same  substance,  Part  of  Him;  **  page  187,  note  222. 

f^foxVt  **^y  communiofiy**  "  by  participation;  **  page  208,  note  255;  227,  note  297. 

Mtt^p  rov  Oeov,  ^'  Mother  of  God;  '*  page  47,  48. 

Movdc,  *^  Monad;  **  page  204,  note  239. 

Movoyiv^,  *'  Sole-Bom;  "  page  204,  note  240;  page  277,  note  435. 

fivcTffptov,  **  mystery;  **  page  297,  note  465. 

fivariKurifxif  more  mystic,  or  more  regular;  page  297,  note  465. 

v(6«^vTov,  newly  planted;  page  409,  text,  and  note  632. 

0 

Sfwovoio^,  of  the  same  substance;  page  203,  notes  233  and  237;  pages  276,  306,  320; 
322,  twice;  pages  337,  340;  341,  notes  504  and  507;  page  342,  text,  and  note 
509;  343;  344,  notes  516,  517;  page  358,  note  534;  page  360',  text,  and  note 
539;  pages  381,  382,  383,  384,  385,  and  403.    See  under  ovcia, 

ofiottixjiov  T<fi  Uarpi^  of  the  same  substance  as  the  Father,  page  203,  note  237;  pages 
343;  344,  note  517;  pages  382,  383,  384,  385.  See  under  ovaia  below.  See 
also  under  6/ioovaiog, 

bfioovcLorrjToq^  consubstantiality,  same  substanceness;  page  277,  note  435. 

•Ov  irottfOhrn,  not  made;  page  179,  note  191;  pages  182,  306,  and  344,  note  517. 

WK  rfv  wpiv  iroiriHy^  He  was  not  before  He  was  made;  page  222,  note  288.  See  ^/"V 
in  this  Greek  Index.     See  under  irodu  and  ^rp/v. 

avaia,  substance,  page  226,  note  297;  page  344,  note  517;  page  358,  note  534.  See 
'E/c  and  'E^;  note  571  on  page  367;  378,  379,  380,  381,  382,  401,  402,  403. 
On  page  226,  note  297,  and  on  pages  227,  228,  and  229,  Athanasius  rebukes 
Arius  for  making  the  Logos  a  creature,  and  for  asserting  that  the  Holy 
Ghost  was  made  out  of  nothing,  and  so  denying  their  consubstantiality 
with  the  Father;  and  for  falling,  as  a  consequence,  into  the  sins  of  poly- 
theism and  creature-worship.     See  under  ofwoiaiov  rt^  Tlarpi  and  oftooiaio^. 

II 

w6vT(jv  hpartjfv  re  nai  aopatuv  noi^i/v,  J\Iaker  of  all  visible  and  of  all  invisible 

things;  page  306;  page  51,  note  34  and  note  "a.'* 
wdwac.  Father,  Pope;  page  184,  note  205.    It  was  formerly  applied  to  all  Bishops. 
iraTTrtf,  Father;  applied  to  Presbyters,  page  184,  note  205. 
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napoiKi^,  diocese;  page  298,  note  466;  338,  note  498. 

Ilarpof,  ano  rov^  from  the  Father;  page  32. 

irepidpofiiif  twisting  about;  note  588  on  page  372. 

injddTiWVf  rudder;  page  24,  note  4;  31 ;  90,  note  70. 

iriartvo  and  Hvarevofuv,  I  believe,  and  we  believe;  pages  25, 306;  339,  note  500;  351. 

ir/ffr£f,  faith;  page  329,  note  480,  twice;  page  341,  note  508;  page  344,  note  518; 
page  345,  note  520;  page  370,  note  582;  compare  note  577  on  the  same  page. 

nvri'/m,  Spirit;  page  246,  note  383,  and  pages  226  and  227,  text,  and  note 
297;  Anus  denied  that  the  Holy  Ghost  is  of  the  same  substance  as  the 
Father,  for  he  asserted  that  He  was  made  out  of  nothing;  hence,  according 
to  Arius,  the  Spirit  did  not  come  out  of  His  eternal  substance,  but  is  a 
mere  creature.  So  he  taught  that  the  Trinity  are  three  different  sub- 
stances. See  under  *'  Arius,*'  and  **  Hypostases,**  where  203,  204,  should 
be  read  instead  of  ''214;''  and  page  186,  text  and  notes.  Hence,  as 
Athanasius  teaches,  he  ended  in  making  three  Gods,  and  so  in  polytheism 
and  in  creature-worship.  See  pages  226,  227,  228,  229,  and  the  notes  there, 
and  under  **Arius**  and  ** Hypostases,**  in  the  General  Index 

woUu,  see  under  oh  and  ovk, 

noififM,  work;  pages  344,  note  517,  and  page  358,  note  534. 

iroAvdedrrfTftCf  polytheism;  page  226,  note  297.  St.  Athanasius  charges  the  Arians 
with  it,  ibid,  text  and  note. 

nplv  yewf^^vai  ovk  tfv,  Before  He  was  bom  He  was  not;  page  84;  207,  note  252; 
page  392,  note  621. 

irpoPaXeb^,  emitter;  page  190. 

irpopo'kii,  emission,  issue;  page  187,  note  222,  188,  189. 

irpoedpia^  foreseat^  presidency,  preUicy;  page  273,  note  427,  and  note  588  on  pages 
371  and  372. 

irpdeSfxt^,  Foresitter,  President^  Bishop ;  page  262,  note  421;  263;  273,  note  427; 
pages  274,  279,  and  371,  note  588. 

npooKwiu^  I  bow,  I  worship;  page  228,  note  302,  six  times;  page  234,  note  322, 
323»  324;  235,  note  334;  page  236,  note  341;  page  240,  note  356,  and  page 
243,  note  369;  page  245,  notes  373,  374. 

irpooKwrrrS^,  to  be  bowed  to,  to  be  worshipped;  page  240,  note  356;  and  page  242, 
note  362;  page  244,  note  371;  325. 

UpurSroKo^  irdofK  KTiaeuc,  page  337;  339,  note  501.  For  the  meaning,  see  both  of 
those  places;  and  compare  on  Kriaeoc,  page  366,  note  558. 


ovXXowuavtord^  felloW'Lucianist;  page  181,  note  202. 

eifi^Xov  Tuv  *Ano(jT6hjv,  Sytnbol  of  the  Apostles,  that  is,  the  80H:alled  Apostles* 

Creed;  page  27,  note  8. 
rwaytvrfToq,  co-unmade;  page  186,  note  215. 
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awayivvt/TOf,  co-ungeneraied ;  page  i86,  note  215. 
owiAptov:  IV  awtdpUfi^  page  185,  note  210. 

ewodov  oiKovfieviidjv^  Ecumenical  Council^  that  is  a  Council  of  the  whole  Christian 
World;  page  259. 

2(woV'/f  'Ifpo,  Sacred  Compendium^  Sacred  Synopsis;  page  32. 
ewwroarr^avroc^  page  1 86,  note  212.     See  also  viroari^aavTa  below.     For  the  mean- 
ing see  note  212. 


TtKvoiTotifaa^^  for  the  meaning  see  note  232;  page  203,  note  232. 
rp«rT<ii/,  fHUtable;  pages  306,  322. 


l^ayopei^aiTeCt  suggested,  diHated,  recited;  notes  576,  581,  on  page  370. 
iiroaraai^j  subsistence,  substance;  page  186,  note  214;  page  203,  note  233;  page  218, 

note  271;  page  344,  note  517;   pages  378,  379,  380.     Tpuq  imoardatL^^  379, 

380,  3S1,  382,  401. 

vtrooTfiaavrn^  page  185,  note.     See  also  nwi^^rttarifcavro^  above.     For  the  meaning 
see  note  208  on  page  1S5. 


^vpai^,  mixture;  page  242,  note  360. 

^i«ff/f,  nature;  page  242,  note  360;  page  343,  note  514. 


X 


xnptucTTfp  rfi^  vnoardaeuc  avrov^  Character  of  His  Substance;  Hebrews  I.,  3;  page 
203,  note  233;  page  218,  note  271;  page  365  and  366,  note  558. 

xapiCj/avor,  grace;  page  238,  notes  347,  348. 

XpurrordKoc,  Bringer  Forth  of  the  Anointed  One;  156. 

XP^i^i  ^P^  XP^^^^  '^'^^  ''^P^^  aiwi'ui'  KTiaSivTa,  created  before  times  and  before  worlds^ 

page  185,  note  211.     t^po  xp^vuv  alovtov^  before  Tvorld-times^  page  186,  note 

211. 


FOR    A    GRATEFUI.    AND    ETERNAL    RExMEMBRANCE 

OF     A    MIRACLE    OF    GOD'S     MERCY    IN    SAVING 

THE  BULK    OF  THE  PAGES   OF  THIS  VOLUME 

OF    THE    FIRST    ECUMENICAL    COUNCIL 

FROM    UTTER    DESTRUCTION. 

As  far  back  as  1861,  I  could  see  the  importance  of  the  Six  Sole 
Synods  of  the  Undivided  Church  on  matters  of  Church  Authority. 
For  in  my  ^'History  of  the  Modes  of  Christian  Baptism''  published 
in  that  year,  I  find  that  I  have  mentioned  them  as  authoritative. 
About  A.  D.  1864,  I  had  seen  so  much  idolatrous  and  creature-wor- 
shipping Romanizing  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  infidelizing  on  the  other 
among  some  of  the  clergy  and  especially  among  some  of  those  of  the 
Anglican  Communion,  (not  one  of  twenty  of  whom  thoroughly 
understood  them),  and  the  consequent  ruin  of  their  souls  and  the 
souls  of  such  as  they  idolatrized  or  infidelized,  that  I  determined  to 
do  the  good  work  of  translating  them  for  the  general  good.  I  hoped 
by  so  doing  to  do  away  with  the  misrepresentations  put  forth  by 
errorists  regarding  them,  and  to  show  that  their  decisions  are  all 
good  and  that  the  observance  of  them  would  be  a  blessing.  So  I 
toiled  in  season,  out  of  season,  early  and  late,  in  cold  and  heat,  on 
my  chosen  task  through  long  years,  till  I  had  broken  myself  down 
by  my  labors  in  nervous  prostration.  I  had  translated  all  the  Decis- 
ions of  the  whole  Six,  and  everything  of  the  first  Three,  but  could 
not  publish  for  lack  of  funds.    But  in  my  sickness  and  its  deep  mis- 

«  

ery,  I  fotmd  friends  in  Bishop  Potter,  of  New  York;  Rev.  Dr.  Morgan 
Dix,  of  Trinity  Church,  New  York;  and  Rev.  Dr.  J.  H.  Hopkins, 
and  those  whose  names  appear  on  the  list  in  this  volume  of  sub- 
scribers to  the  Fund  to  Publish  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils,  for  they 
furnished  me  means  to  begin  to  print.  From  June,  1890,  to  March, 
1 89 1,  I  had  proceeded  with  the  work  of  printing,  corredling  proof, 
etc.,  had  expended  for  the  work  part  of  my  own  very  small  means, 
and  all  that  had  been  given  me  up  to  a  certain  date;  and  felt  joyful 
at  the  success  of  my  work  for  Christ,  and  His  Church  and  People,  and 
so  at  last  the  425  pages  of  the  main  body  of  my  Volume  I.  of  Nicaea 
had  all  been  finished  and  set  up,  and  electrotyped,  and  Doan  &  Pilson, 
of  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  my  printers,  had  sent  the  plates,  with  about 
$68  dollars'  worth  of  paper  to  print  them  on,  to  the  Argus  Newspaper 
and  Job  ofiSce,  44  Montgomery  St.,  in  that  city.  I  had  paid  about 
$350  on  the  plates,  one-half  of  their  total  cost,  and  the  $68  for  the 


paper.    And  now,  after  my  long  years  of  toil  in  translating  and  writing, 

I  hoped  that  I  should  soon  see  the  first  volume  on  Nicaea  in  print, 
and  that  it  might  interest  scholars  and  lead  them  to  publish  other  vol- 
umes of  this  set,  which  have  been  ready  for  the  press  for  a  long  time 
and  waiting  for  a  publisher. 

The  plates  had  been  sent  to  the  Argtcs  office  in  the  week  ending 
Saturday,  March  21,  1891,  and  on  that  Saturday,  about  10.30  at 
night  I  was  in  Hoboken,  and  then  started  to  walk  to  my  home  in 
Jersey  City,  comer  of  Grove  and  York  Streets.     On  the  way,  about 

II  P.  M.,  I  noticed  a  fire  eastward,  down  toward  the  Hudson  River, 
lighting  up  the  sky  under  the  low-lying,  raining  clouds.  About  the 
comer  of  Fourth  or  Fifth  Street,  on  Grove,  I  asked  a  groceryman 
whom  I  saw  putting  in  his  stuff  preparatory  to  closing,  where  the 
fire  was.  He  told  me  that  it  was  said  to  be  the  Argus  office.  I 
thought  of  my  plates,  and  anxiously  asked  two  others,  whom  I  met 
further  on,  one  or  both  of  whom  had  been  near  the  fire,  and  one  of 
them  told  me  that  it  was  the  Argus ^  and  he  expressed  his  sympathy 
for  me  at  what  he  deemed  the  certain  loss  of  my  plates.  But  I  still 
believed  that  God  would  not  suffer  them  to  be  destroyed,  went  home, 
knelt  down,and  prayed  God  the  Father  for  Christ's  sake  to  save  them 
and  added  the  words  *  'by  miracle  if  necessary,  *  *  for  I  knew  that  nothing 
but  a  miracle  could  save  them  in  that  great  flame.  My  prayer  was 
short  and  in  substance,  or  in  exact  words  as  follows: 

"Heavenly  Father  thou  seest  that  I  have  been  working  for  Thee 
and  the  good  of  thy  Church  these  many  years  in  translating  the  Utter- 
ances of  thy  Church  in  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils;  and  the  peril 
in  which  my  work  now  is,  plates  and  paper,  fi*om  fire.  I  pray  thee 
to  save  them,  by  miracle,  if  necessary,  for  Christ's  sake.     Amen.*' 

The  plates  were  in  seven  wooden  boxes,  64  in  each  of  the  first 
six  boxes,  and  41  in  the  last.  They  were  on  the  fourth  floor,  one 
of  the  most  flame-swept  and  most  utterly  destroyed  in  the  whole 
building.  I  did  not  know  when  I  uttered  my  prayer  that  part  of  them 
had  already  been  destroyed  by  the  flames.  The  first  box  full,  64, 
had  been  put  on  the  press,  500  copies  of  each  had  been  printed,  and 
the  64  had  been  returned  and  put  into  their  own  box.  The  second  box 
had  been  opened,  and  500  copies  of  the  first  16  pages,  that  is  pages  65 
to  80  inclusive,  had  been  printed,  and  they  had  been  returned,  and 
pages  81  to  96  inclusive  had  been  put  on  the  press  in  their  place,  and 
pages  97  to  128  inclusive  were  out  of  the  box  on  the  marble  impos- 
ing stone  to  be  used  on  the  press,  when  the  16  pages,  81  to  96  inclu- 


sive,  on  the  press  were  returned.  The  flames  on  the  fourth  floor  had 
burnt  up  the  opened  box  which  had  contained  plates  65  to  128  inclu- 
sive, and  the  48  pages  of  that  64,  which  were  on  the  marble  slab. 
It  was  about  40  by  36  inches,  and  about  3  inches  thick.  The  only 
ones  saved  out  of  that  box  were  the  16  which  were  on  the  press,  which 
was  on  the  second  floor,  where  the  fire  had  raged  around  them  and 
above  them  and  had  injured  the  press  itself,  but  happily  had  not 

destroyed  them. 

And  God  had  answered  my  prayer  regarding  all  the  rest  of  the 

425  plates,  though  I  did  not  know  it  until  Monday,  March  23,  1891, 
after  things  had  got  cool;  then  I  learned  how  God  had  answered  my 
prayer  and  wrought  a  miracle.     Mr.  Doan  had  before  gone  up  the 
burnt  stairs  running  from  the  third  floor  to  the  fourth,  and  looked  and 
saw  the  fire  smoldering  and  did  not  see  the  boxes,  but  deemed  it  un- 
safe to  go  on  the  fragment  of  the  fourth  floor  which  was  all  that  was 
left  of  it.     On  Monday  morning  about   10  o'clock,  Mr.  Compton, 
who  had  charge  of  the  fourth  floor,  and  of  the  work  on  it  and  who 
therefore  knew  where  my  plates  were,  with  Mr.  Delavan,  the  book- 
keeper for  theArg^uSy  and  Mr.  Pilson,  went  up  on  what  remained  of  it, 
though  none  of  them  had  expected  to  find  the  plates  safe.    For  every- 
thing about  was  a  scene  of  ruin.     The  roof  and  the  fifth  floor  had 
fallen  and  so  had  the  bulk  of  the  fourth.     And  on  the  fourth,  and 
about  where  my  plates  had  been,  everything  was  burnt  down;  but  on 
the  fragment  of  the  fourth  which  yet  remained  and  which  was  yet 
covered  with  the  burnt  stuff"  which  had  fallen  on  it  when  the  roof  and 
the  fifth  floor  came  down,  and  with  the  stuff"  burnt  on  the  fourth  itself, 
they  saw  on  the  floor  the  large  marble  slab  or  table  which  is  termed 
ike  imposing  stone,  which  was  covered  with  the  remains  of  burnt 
wood,  etc.     On  its  being  lifted,  it  broke  into  pieces,  for  it  had  been 
cracked  and  destroyed  by  the  fierce  flame  which  had  raged  over, 
under,  and  around  it;  but  under  it  the  searchers  found  the  6  boxes 
which  contained  361  of  my  plates.     The  6  boxes  had  all  been  on  fire 
and  were  all  more  or  less  burned  on  the  tops  and  sides;  some  of  them, 
indeed  all  of  them  so  much  so  that  there  was  not  a  perfect  one  among 
them.     Therefore  the  finders  took  the  plates  out  of  them  at  once. 
The  6  were  charred  wood,  and  in  places  the  fire  had  burned  through 
some  or  all  of  them  to  the  edge  of  the  plates,  one  of  which  had  been 
slightly  touched  by  it.     But  it  had  a  bad  mistake  on  it  and  should 
have  been  corredled;  and  it  has  been.     The  others,  360,  came  out 
unscathed  by  the  raging  flame,  as  the  three  Hebrew  children  came 
out  of  the  fiery  furnace  (Daniel  III. ,  1-30).  How  were  they  preserved? 


I  answer  that  after  the  whole  six  boxes  were  on  fire  on  their  tops 
and  sides,  the  wooden  legs  of  the  heavy  marble  slab,  which  were  on  fire, 
gave  way  and  it  fell  over  them  all  completely  covering  them  and  quench- 
ing the  flames  which  it  struck,  and  when  the  firemen  threw  water  on 
the  flames  it  extinguished  the  rest.  Had  the  legs  given  away  difierently 
the  slab  would  have  ^jeen  pitched  in  another  direction  and  the  boxes 
and  their  contents  would  have  all  been  destroyed.  The  48  plates  and 
the  open  box  from  which  they  had  been  taken  were  utterly  ruined. 
No  trace  of  that  box  could  be  found.  It,  with  the  48  plates  taken  out 
of  it,  had  been  on  top  of  the  imposing  stone,  not  under  it.  And  so 
fierce  and  hot  had  been  the  flames  that  the  leaden  amalgam  backing 
to  the  48  destroyed  copper  faced  plates  had  run  into  one  or  two  masses 
together,  and  even  some  of  the  copper  had  been  burnt  away,  and 
drops  of  the  melted  glass  from  the  skylight  had  fallen  upon  the 
copper  of  one  of  the  two  lumps  of  burnt  plates  when  they  were  hot 
and  remained  imbedded  in  them.  I  have  preserved  one  of  them  as 
a  proof  of  the  power  of  the  heat  where  all  my  plates  but  16  were  and 
of  the  miracle  of  God's  mercy  in  preserving  the  361  in  boxes  right 
near  the  burnt  48.  Underneath  the  marble  slab  and  the  6  boxes  the 
fire  on  the  floor  below  had  burned  holes  through  the  fourth  floor,  and 
here  and  there  right  near  the  plates;  and  about  two  or  three  feet 
beyond  them  the  whole  floor  had  been  burnt  and  had  fallen.  Noth- 
ing right  near  my  plates  had  been  saved.  There  were  ten  or  fifteen 
thousand  dollars'  worth  of  plates  in  the  building,  but  nearly  all  were 
utterly  destroyed.     Only  a  few  odd  plates  could  be  found. 

Of  my  paper  over  two-thirds  were  saved  and  usable,  though 

part  of  the  other  third  had  been  injured,  some  of  it  by  fire,  the  rest 

by  water.     And  though  I  had  no  insurance  on  the  matter  lost,  kind 

firiends  have  told  me  that  they  would  give  me  something  and  the 

printers  have  offered  to  bear  another  part  of  the  loss,  so  that  all  the 

damage  will  be  fully  repaired. 

Surely  God,  who  inspired  the  Bishops  at  Nicaea  to  draw  up  its 
Creed,  has,  by  miracle,  saved  its  reprodudlion  in  my  hands.  Surely 
Christ,  the  Great  Head  of  the  Universal  Church,  who  helped  Athan- 
asiusand  his  other  Orthodox  servants  in  their  long  and  hard  struggle 
against  the  rage  of  the  powerful  Arian  Emperors,  Constantius  and 
Valens,  and  the  whole  unbelieving  and  creature-serving  Arian  party, 
and  gave  vidlory  to  his  work  in  their  hands,  will  if  we  are  faithful, 
help  us  against  the  unbelieving  and  the  creature-serving  of  our  day, 
and  give  final  vidlory  to  His  holy  and  saving  work  for  the  Christian 
faith  in  our  hands.  Seeing  this  miracle,  we  may  all,  with  the  best 
of  reason,  thank  God  and  take  courage. 


To  All  Chbistiah  Scholars. 


»«^»^n- 


NOTE  WELL   THE    MOST   IMPORTANT  AND  MOST  AUTHORITATIVE 
CHRISTIAN  DOCUMENTS  NEXT  TO  THE  SCRIPTURES  NOW     • 
TRANSLATED  IN  FULL  FOR  THE  FIRST  TIME. 


•  ♦  • 


A  TRANSLATION  INTO  ENGLISH 


OF   THE 


Six  Ecumenical  Councils, 

THE  SOLE  UTTERANCES  OF  THE  WHOLE  CHURCH  BEFORE 
ITS  DIVISION  INTO  EAST  AND  WEST  IN  THE 

NINTH  CENTURY. 

TRANSLATED  BY  JAMES  CHRYSTAL,  M.  A., 

AND    OTHERS. 

The  Terms  are,  Three  Dollars  a  Volume  to  Subscribers  to  the  Set; 

Four  Dollars  to  all  others. 

dooks  sent  Prepaid  on  receipt  of  price.    All  orders  and  subscriptions  should 

be  forwarded  by  Money  Order,  Cheque,  or  Registered  Letter, 

to  JAMES  CHRYSTAL,   255  Grove  Street, 

Jersey  City,  New  Jersey,  U.  S.  A. 


The  following  fadls  should  be  remembered : 

1.  These  documents,  being  the  utterances  of  the  undivided 
Church,  stand  next  in  authority  to  the  Bible  itself. 

2.  The  great  bulk  of  the  Christian  world.  Reformed  and  Unre- 
formed,  professes  to  respect  their  doctrines;  indeed  they  are  embodied, 
to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  in  the  tormularies  of  all  who  profess  to  be 
Trinitarians. 

3.  There  can  be  no  union  among  the  separated  parts  of  Chris- 
tendom, unless  on  the  basis  of  their  dodlrine,  discipline  and  rite. 

4.  Their  decisions  are  perfedlly  sound,  for  they  teach  scriptural 
truth  without  idolatry  and  without  infidelity. 

5.  The  need  of  a  translation  of  them  all  into  English  has  long 
been  felt  by  scholars,  but  the  great  extent  of  the  work  has  deterred 
men  from  undertaking  it.  Not  one-tenth  of  the  matter  in  them  has 
been  rendered  into  English. 

6.  This  is  the  only  translation  of  all  their  Decisions  and  Minutes 
ever  attempted  into  English  or  any  other  modem  language.  If  God 
prospers  the  work,  and  causes  the  subscriptions  to  it,  and  the  gifts  to 
the  Publication  Fund  to  come  in  in  sufficient  quantity,  it  is  purposed 
to  put  out  about  one  volume  a  year  on  the  average,  which  at  three 
dollars  puts  it  within  the  power  of  the  poorest  cleric  to  get  it,  for  it 
is  less  than  a  cent  a  day.  Besides  the  original  and  the  translation  of 
the  decisions  it  will  contain  matter  historical,  biographical,  and  theo- 
logical; and  explanatory  notes,  with  quotations  from  St.  Athanasius, 
St.  Epiphanius,  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria,  and  from  other  adlors  in 
the  scenes  of  the  past,  with  much  of  the  original  Greek  and  Latin 
of  ancient  writers,  and  somewhat  of  Gennan  and  French  in  the  notes. 

No  clergj^man  who  would  be  well  informed  on  the  great  funda- 
mentals of  Christian  faith  can  afford  to  lack  one  volume  of  the  set- 
Each  volume  will  make  a  most  desirable  Christmas  or  Easter  or 
birthday  present  for  a  Clergyman,  a  Lord's  Day  School  Superintend- 
ent, or  for  any  intelligent  man.     And  great  good  for  Orthodoxy  can 


be  done  by  its  circulation.  Every  one's  aid  is  therefore  earnestly 
solicited,  for  the  greater  the  number  of  workers  the  greater  the 
streugthening  of  the  faith  which  saves.  Copious  General  Indexes, 
with  Indexes  of  Holy  Scripture  and  of  Greek  words  and  Greek 
Expressions  will  accompany  the  volumes,  each  in  its  proper  place. 

The  first  volume  of  Nicaea  is  now  ready.  It  contains  all  the 
undoubted  remains  of  the  Synod  in  Greek  and  English;  that  is  its 
Creed,  its  Synodal  Epistle  and  its  XX.  Canons.  Besides  it  gives  a 
translation  of  Arius*  own  statements,  those  of  his  partisan,  Eusebius 
of  Nicomedia,  and  others  of  his  heresy;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  four- 
teen passages  from  St.  Athanasius  and  six  from  St.  Epiphanius  against 
his  errors,  and  otlier  quotations  from  other  Orthodox  writers. 

The  work  is  divided  into  eight  Chapters;  the  first  two  of  which 
show  how  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils  are  regarded  in  the  East, 
that  is,  in  the  Greek  Church,  and  among  the  Nestorians,  and  among 
the  Monophysites;  and  in  the  West,  that  is,  in  the  Latin  Communion, 
and  among  the  larger  Divisions  of  the  Reformed,  that  is  among  the 
Au:i:licans,  the  Lutherans,  and  the  Presbyterians  or  Reformed,  as 
they  are  also  termed.  The  Third  Chapter  contains  a  full  account  of 
the  Heresies  of  Arius;  the  Fourth  treats  of  the  Council  itself;  the 
Fifth  of  Documents  before  the  Council,  but  bearing  on  it;  the  Sixth 
on  the  Synodal  Epistle;  the  Seventh  on  the  Creed,  and  the  Eighth  on 
the  Canons.  The  volume  is  made  more  convenient  and  useful  and 
valuable  by  a  full  Table  of  Contents  in  front,  and  three  Indexes  at 
the  end,  namely:  i.  A  General  Index;  2.  An  Index  to  Scripture 
Texts  referred  to;  and  3.  An  Index  to  Greek  Words  and  Greek 
Expressions  found  in  it. 

The  volume  is  printed  on  good  stout  paper,  which,  diflferently 
from  much  of  the  poor  stuff  sometimes  put  in  books,  allows  of  ink 
being  used  for  the  scholars'  notes  in  the  margin.  The  pages  are 
wider  than  the  English  edition  of  the  Oxford  Library  of  the  Fathers, 
and  than  those  of  the  Ante-Nicene  Christian  Library.  The  text  is 
in  good  readable  Long  Primer  type,  and  the  notes  are  in  Brevier. 
The  aim  has  been  to  make  it  a  work  for  the  scholar,  one  that  he  may 


peruse  with  pleasure  and  profit,  and  such  as  may  prove  a  lasting 
benefit  to  the  Church  everywhere,  and  especially  among  the  English- 
speaking  nations,  who  so  much  need  it  at  this  crisis  in  their  history, 
on  which  hangs  their  future  fate,  when  so  many  of  their  clergy, 
who  know  them  not,  are  idolatrizing  or  infidelizing.  It  will  have 
a  tendency  to  keep  them  in  the  path  of  sound  faith  and  to  save 
them  from  bringing  a  curse  on  themselves  and  their  people.  This 
volume  on  Nicaea,  with  the  forematter,  makes  about  500  pages. 

The  next  volumes  to  be  issued  will,  if  God  will,  be  the  two  or 
three  of  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council,  held  at  Ephesus,  A.  D.  431. 
They  contain  the  first  and  only  translation  of  the  entire  Minutes  and 
Decisions  ever  made  into  English.  The  first  volume  will  be  issued 
as  soon  as  the  means  are  furnished.  Subscriptions  at  $3  a  volume  are 
desired.  Send  in  name  and  full  address.  Pay  on  delivery  of 
the  volume. 


LIST  OF  W0&Z8  OF  TZZ8  SET  AlH)  TZSZB  FSSSSNT  STATE. 


COUMCIL. 

VOLUBCS. 

SUBJECT  MATTER. 

ITS  STATE. 

Nicaea,  A.  D. 
3t5. 

VOL  I. 

The  Undiftputed  Remains  of  Nicaea 

Published. 

Nicaea,  A.  D. 

Vol.  II. 

The  Disputed  Remains,  and  the  Spurious. 

Notes  on  the  Genuine  Canons;  and  an  Ac- 
count of  the  Defence  by  Carthage  in  centu- 
ries V.  and  VI.  of  its  Rights,  by  the  Canons  of 
Nicaea,  against  the  attempt  of  Rome  to  get 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  there. 

All  of  it  can  be 
made  ready  in  a 
year.  Part  of  it 
is  now  ready. 

Nicaea.  A.  D. 
3*5. 

Vol.  III. 

t 

A  Dissertation  on  the  words  in  the  Anathe- 
ma at  the  end  of  the  Nicene  Creed.  "  The  Uni- 
versal Church  anathemaiixes  those  who  say 
that    •    •    •    •    the  Son  0/ God    *    *    *    was 
not  be/ore  He  was  bom.'*    It  contains  all  the 
testimonies  of  Ante- Nicene  Christian  Writers 
yet  extant,  except  some  of  Origen,  on  the 
question  whether  the  consubstqntial  and  co- 
eternal  Logos  of  the  Father  Tvas  born  out  of 
Him  eternally  or  only  just  be/ore  the  fVorlds 
were  made,  with   the  difference  between  the 

Nearly  ready, 
or  ready  for  the 
press. 

• 

COUNCXl.. 


Nicaea,  A.  D. 
3315. 


Nicsea.  A.  D. 


Vol.  IV.. 
and  per- 
haps V. 


Nicaea.  A.  D. 
325- 


I.    Constanti- 
nople. A.  D.3S1. 


Ephesus,  A. 
D.431. 


Epheswi,  A. 
D.  431 


VOLUHB. 


Vol.  lU. 


v.,  per- 
haps. 


SITBJBCT  MATTRR. 


I.,  II.  and 
perhaps  III 


IV. 


Alexandrian  School  andihe  rest  of  the  Church 
on  it.  Knoufl^h  of  Origen  will  be  mentioned 
to  show  his  mind  on  that  matter.  On  Ter- 
tullian's  te^imony,  and  perhaps  on  one  or 
two  others,  it  is  hoped  that  this  volume  will 
be  fuller  than  even  Bishop  Bull's  great  De- 
fence q/ihe  Nicene  Faith, 


A  Dissettatioa  on  the  Question  IVhether 
God  the  father  has  a  Body  or  not^  containing 
passages  from  aadent  Christian  Writers  on 
that  theme,  which  show  how  they  differed. 
This,  or  another  volume  on  Nicaea,  will  con- 
tain a  Dissertion  on  the  question  Whether  the 
Apostles  really  made  the  Creed  which  is  now 
commonly  called  the  Apostle's,  with  a  Review 
of  a  writing  of  Natalis  Alexander  on  that 
point;  with  eztradts  ^m  Fathers,  etc. 

This,  or  another  volume,  will  contain  a 
work  on  the  Ante-Nioene  Local  Creeds,  Ques- 
tions in  the  Ante-Baptismal  Offices,  and  Doc- 
trinal Statements. 


All  the  Remains  of  the  Second  Bcumenical 
Synod  in  Greek  and  English;  with  an  account 
of  the  use  of  its  Creed  in  Baptismal  and 
Eucharistic  Offices,  etc. 


All  the  Minutes,  Decisions,  Canons,  etc.,  of 
the  Third  Ecumenical  Council;  the  Dedsion.s 
and  Canons  in  Greek  and  English;  the  only 
English  translation  of  all  of  Ephesus  ever 
made. 


A  Dissertation  on  the  Difiference  between  St. 
Cyril  of  Alexandria  and  the  Orthodox  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  Heresiarch  Nestorius  and 
his  partisans  on  the  other,  on  the  Eucharist 
as  it  affedts  the  question  of  the  real  or  acftual 
presence  of  Christ's  Divinity  and  Humanity 
on  the  Holy  Table,  and  the  adtual  eating  of 
His  flesh  there.  Important  pa.Hsages  of  St. 
Cyril,  as  well  as  of  Nestorius,  are  there  given, 
with  one  o(  the  Nestorian  Theodcret  relied 
on  by  the  ill-read  and  idolatrous  Keble  to 
prove  his  heresy  of  Eucharistic  Adoration 
This  work  is  most  important  at  this  time  as 
showing  the  dodtrine  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexan- 
dria and  the  Third  Ecumenical  Council  on 
the  Ix>rd's  Supper  as  against  Nestorian  and 
Roman  error,  aA.er  so  much  has  been  written 
by  the  heresiarchs  Keble  and  Pusey  against  it. 


rrS  STATK. 

Nearly  ready, 
or  ready  for  the 
press. 


Partly  readty. 


Nearly  ready 


About  ready. 


Nearly  ready. 


Ready 
press. 


for  the 


Most  of  it  now 
ready. 


COUXCIL. 


Bphcsus,  A. 
D.  431. 


VOLUME. 


IV.. 


per- 


Kphcsus,  A. 
I>.  43». 


Kphesua,  A. 
X>.  431. 


Chalcedon. 


IV.,  per- 
haps. 


v..  per 
haps. 


II.  CcmHtanti- 
nople.  A.D.  553. 


til.  Constan- 
tinople,  A.  D. 

680. 


I.,  II.,  III. 
and  per- 
hajM*  IV. 


I.  and  II. 


I., II.,  III. 
and  per- 
haps IV. 


The  VI.  Ecu- 
menical Coun- 
cilsintheGreek 
Original. 


SUBJECT  MATTKR. 


A  Dissertation  on  the  do<5trine  of  St.  Cyril 
of  Alexandria  on  Economic  Appropriation 
which  was  approved  by  the  Third  Synod. 

A  Dissertation  on  the  do<5trine  of  the  Third 
Council  and  the  Fifth  a.s  to  the  worship  of 
Christ's  Humanity  specifically,  and  the  i-iews 
of  their  teachers  Athanasius  and  Cyril  of  Alex- 
andria on  it;  with  quotations  from  them  and 
another  on  that  theme. 


A  Dissertation  as  to  the  real  author  of  the 
alleged  -V  Books  of  Cyril  of  Alexandria 
Against  Julian  the  Apostate^  which  is  pagan- 
izing in  its  present  form  in  places. 


A  Dissertation  on  the  differences  between 
St.  Thcophilus  of  Alexandria  and  St.  Cyril, 
his  successor,  on  the  one  side,  and  John,  after- 
wards called  Chrysostom,  on  the  other.  Other 
matter  on  Cyril  will  be  added. 


The  entire  Adts  of  the  Fourth  Ecumenical 
Council  translated  into  English;  with  the  Defi- 
nition. Normal  Epistles  read  in  it.  and  the 
Canons,  in  Greek. 

One  of  these  volumes  of  Chalcedou  will 
contain  also  a  Dissertation  on  the  Authority 
of  the  Canons  of  the  first  four  Ecumenical 
Synods;  and  as  to  what  Canons  were  approved 
in  Canon  I.  of  Chalcedon. 

All  the  Adts  of  the  Fifth  Ecumenical  Coun- 
cil, including  its  famous  Definition  and  all 
its  other  Remains.  The  Definition  will  be 
given  in  Greek  and  English. 

All  the  Adts  of  the  Sixth  Ecumenical  Coun- 
cil, including  its  Definition  and  the  Epistle  of 
Pope  Agatho,  a  Report  mentioned  in  the  De- 
finition and  all  its  other  Remains.  The  Defi- 
nition will  be  given  in  Greek  and  in  English. 
The  groundwork  and  neariy  all  the  transla- 
tion of  Pope  Agatho's  Epistle  is  the  work  of 
the  learned  Greek  scholar,  now  deceased,  Rev. 
Marctis  F.  Hyde,  Professor  of  Greek  in  Bur- 
lington College.  New  Jersey,  which  he  under- 
took, years  ago,  at  the  request  of  the  editor. 


There  will 
probably 
be  about  8 
or  10  vol- 
umes. 


ITS  STATR. 


Partly  ready, 


About  ready  for 
the  press. 


Partly  ready. 


The  Minutes 
are  begun,  and 
the  Definition, 
Normal  Epistles 
and  Canons  are 
finished. 


The  Definition 
translated ;  the 
Adts  begun . 


TheDetinition, 
Epistle  of  Agatho 
and  the  Report 
are  finished  ; 
the  Minutes  are 
begrnn. 


This  will  be  be- 
gun as  .<^x>n  as 
the  money  ne- 
j  cessary  to  pay  the 
!  expense  of  secur- 
'  ing  and  compar- 


A  critical  edition  of  the  Six  Ecumenical 
Councils  in  the  Greek  original  where  it  is  ex- 
tant, with  the  various  ledtions  where  the  texts  '  ing   texts,    and 
differ;  with  the  old  Latin  translations  where 
they  exist,  with  Prolegomena  and  Notes. 


publishing,    are 
given  to  us. 


SCRIPTURE  AND  CHURCH  AUTHORITY  FOR  THE  SIX 
COUNCILS  OF  THE  WHOLE  CHURCH. 


SCRIPTURE  AUTHORITY   FOR  THEM. 

Matt  XVIII.,  17;  **If  he  neglect  to  hear  the  Church,  let  him  be  unto  thee 
as  a  heathen  man  and  a  publican.*' 

I  Tim.  III.,  15,  **The  Church  of  the  living  God,  the  pillar  and  ground  of 
the  truth." 

CHURCH    AUTHORITY. 
How  they  are  respeBed  among  the  mass  of  those  who  claim  lo  be  Christians, 

I. 
AMONG  THE   REFORMED   COMMUNIONS. 

1.  The  Voice  o/thh  Anglican  Communion  /or  thetn. 

"Thosb  Six  Councils  which  were  allowed  and  received  of  all 
men,*'  (The  Second  Part  of  the  Church  of  England  Homily  Against  Peril  0/ 
Idolatry  which  is  in  that  Book  of  Homilies  of  which  the  Thirty-Fifth  Article 
teaches  that  it  "  doth  contain  a  godly  and  wholesome  doBrine,  aftd  necessary  for 
these  times. ''^ 

2.  The  American  Presbyterians  on  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils, 

Pius  the  Ninth,  Bishop  of  Rome,  in  an  Encyclical  Letter  dated  Sept.  13, 

1868,  invited  "all  Protestants"  to  join  the  Roman  Communion  at  the  Vatican 
Council  to  be  held  A.  D.  1869. 

"The  two  General  Assemblies  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  United 
States  of  America  **  by  their  Moderators,  M.  W.  Jacobus  and  I'h.  H.  Fowler, 
replied  in  1869,  and  among  other  things  said,  with  reference  to  their  refusal  to 
participate  in  that  Council  of  the  Vatican,  which  began  soon  after,  on  Dec.  8, 

1869,  as  follows: 

"  It  is  not  liecause  we  reject  any  article  of  the  Catholic  Faith.  We  are  not 
heretics  *  *  *  *  .  We  regard  as  consistent  with  Scripture  the  doHrinal 
decisions  of  the  first  Six  Ecumenical  Councils;  and  because  of  that  consistency 
we  receive  those  decisions  as  expressing  our  own  faith.  We  believe  the  do<5lrines 
of  the  Trinity  and  Person  of  Christ,  as  those  do<5lrines  are  set  forth  by  the 
Council  of  Nice,  A.  D  325;  by  that  of  Chalcedon,  A.  D.  451;  and  by  that  of  Con- 
stantinople, A.  D.  680.'*  Then  follows  an  excellent  summing  up  on  the 
Trinity  and  on  the  Incarnation  and  Christ's  sole  Mediatorship,  which  agrees 
with  the  Six  Synods,  and  is  found  on  page  5  below.  Then  they  speak  well  of 
the  Third  Ecumenical  Council.  Below  they  condemn  heresies  condemned  by 
necessary  implication  by  the  Six  Councils;  that  is,  Transubstantiation,  the 
Roman  do<5lrine  of  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass,  the  Adoration  of  the  Host,  the  Wor- 
ship of  the  Virgin  Mary,  the  Invocation  of  Saints,  and  the  Worship  of  Images; 
and,  towards  the  end,  well  say. 


"Loyalty  to  Christ,  obedience  to  the  Holy  Scriptnres,  consislent  respect  for 
the  early  councils  of  the  Churchy  and  the  firm  belief  that  pure  religion  is  the 
ibundatioa  of  all  human  society,  compel  us  to  withdraw  from  fellowship  with 
the  Church  of  Rome.  ** 

The  utterances  of  the  Continbntal  Rbpormbd,  that  is.  Continental 
Prbsbyterians,  as  well  as  of  the  Lutherans. 

The  Declaration  of  Thorn  approves  the  two  Ecumenical  Creeds,  and  the 
Confessions  of  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils.    See  pages  156,  157  below. 

3.  As  to  the  views  of  the  Lutherans  on  the  Do^rines  of  the  Six  Ecu- 
menical Councils,  see  further,  below,  pages  128  to  131. 

AMONG  THE  UNRBFORMBD  COMMUNIONS. 

I. 
How  the  Greek  Church  commemorates  them. 

**Be  mindful,  O,  Lord  *  *  *  «  of  the  Holy,  Great,  Ecumenical  Six 
Synods,  the  First  of  the  Three  Hundred  and  Eighteen  Holy  Fathers  in  Nicaea; 
the  Second  of  the  One  Hundred  and  Fifty  in  ConslantiuTple;  the  Third  of  the 
Two  Hundred  in  EpHesus;  the  Fourth  of  the  Six  Hundred  and  Thirty  in  Chal- 
cedon,'*  etc.,  (Diptychs  in  the  Messina  Manuscript,  of  A.  D.  984,  of  the  Greek 
Liturgy  of  St  James  of  Jerusalem,  in  Assemani's  Codex  Liturgicus  Ecclesiae 
Universae.) 

n. 
How  the  Bishops  of  Rome  formerly  received  them. 

In  the  Indiculum  Pontificis  or  Profession  of  Faith  of  a  Roman  Pontiff  after 
A.  D.  680,  the  date  of  the  Cixth  Ecumenical  Council,  and  during  Century  VIII., 
those  Bishops  swore  as  follows. 

**I  WILI*  KEEP  UNMUTILATED,  TO  A  SINGLE   LONG  MARK  OVER  A  VOWEI., 

the  holy  Universal  Councils  also  the  Nicaean,  the  Constantinopolitan,  the  first 
Ephesian,  the  Chalcedonian,  and  the  second  Constantinopolitan,  which  was  cel- 
ebrated in  the  times  of  Justinian,  a  prince  of  pious  memory.  And  together  with 
them,  and  with  equal  honor  and  veneration,  I  promise  to  keep,  to  The  very 
MARROW  AND  FULLY,  the  holy  Sixth  Council  which  lately  assembled  in  the  time 
of  Constantine,  a  prince  of  pious  memory,  and  of  Agatho,  my  apostolic  prede- 
cessor, and  I  promise  in  very  truth  to  proclaim  what  they  have  proclaimed,  and 
with  mouth  and  heart  to  condemn  what  they  have  condemned.  But  if  anything 
shall  arise  against  Canonical  Discipline,  I  promise  to  amend  it,  and  to  guard 
THE  SACRED  CANONS,  and  the  constitutions  of  our  Pontiffs,  as  Divine  and 

CELESTIAL  MANDATES." 

The  Second  Profession  of  Faith  of  a  Bishop  of  Rome  in  the  end  of  Century 
VII.  and  in  Century  VIII.,  as  given  in  the  Daily  Book  of  the  Roman  Pontiffs, 
after  a  full  and  excellent  confession  of  do<5lrine,  reads  thus: 

"Wherefore,  whomsoever  or  whatsoever  the  holy  Six  Universal  Councils 
have  cast  off,  we  also  smite  with  a  like  condemnation  of  anathema.  But  whom- 
soever or  whatsoever  the  same  Six  Holy  Councils  received,  we,  as  sharers  of  the 
right  faith,  receive,  and,  with  the  same  reverence,  venerate  with  mouth  and 
heart. '» 

Th:s  language  is  general  and  absolute.     It  excepts  nothing. 


AN  APPEAL  TO  SCHOLARS  AND  TO  ALL  LOVERS   OF 

CHRISTIAN    LEARNING,    FOR    CONTRIBUTIONS 

TO    THE    FUND    TO    PUBLISH    THE  SIX 

ECUMENICAL  COUNCILS,  THAT  IS 

I.  Nicaea,  A.  D.  325. 

II.  I.  Constantinople,  A.  D.  381. 

III.  Ephesus,  A.  D.  431. 

IV.  Chalcedon,  A.  D.  451. 

V.     II.  Constantinople,  A.  D.  553. 
VI.     III.  Constantinople,  A.  D.  680. 

A    FEW    FACTS    AS    TO    THE    GREAT    IMPORTANCE    AND    VALUE    OF 

THESE    COUNCILS. 

(A).  They  are  the  only  Synods  of  the  whole  Church  East  and  West  before 
its  division  in  the  ninth  century. 

(B).  As  such  Christ  commands  us  to  hear  them  on  pain  of  being  regarded 
**as  a  heathen  man  and  a  publican^  He  binds  in  heaven  every  heretic  bound 
by  them  on  earth,  and  he  looses  in  heaven  every  one  loosed  by  them  on  earth 
(Matt.  XVIII.,  17,  18).  Their  utterances  are  the  sole  Decisions  of  that  Universal 
"  Church  of  the  living  God'''  which  an  inspired  Apostle  terms  "  the  pillar  and 
ground  of  the  truth''  (I.  Tim.  III.,  15).  And  Ecclesiastical  History  shows  that 
by  those  utterances  it  has  been  such  against  the  creature-serving  deniers  of  the 
Divinity  of  the  Logos,  and  of  the  Divinity  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  against  the  Man- 
worshipper  (di'flpo>7roAdr/[M7c)  Nestorius,  against  Eutyches  the  denier  of  Christ's 
humanity,  who  in  fact  worshipped  it  as  God,  against  the  Monothelite  heretic, 
Honorius,  Bishop  of  Rome,  and  against  other  One- Will ites  who  denied  that  the 
Son  possesses  a  whole  humanity. 

(C).  Orthodox  Christendom,  East  and  West,  was  once  united  on  the  basis, 
of  those  Six  S3mods,  and  no  union  among  the  sundered  parts  of  Christendom  is 
at  all  feasible  which  reje<5ls  any  one  of  them. 

To  this  very  hour  the  formularies  of  different  parts  of  professing  Christen- 
dom profess  respect  for  them.  The  Greeks  profess  to  receive  them  in  their 
entirety.  The  Latins  profess  to  receive  them  with  the  exception  of  a  few  of 
their  Canons.  The  Anglican  communion  in  the  Second  Part  of  its  Homily 
agciinst  Peril  of  fdolatty  speaks  of  them  as  **  those  Sijr  Councils  which  were 
allowed  and  received  of  all  men."  Of  the  Presbjrterian  utterances,  the  Declara- 
tion of  Thorn  approves  their  Confessions,  and  the  American  Presbjrterians  in 
their  reply  to  Pius  the  Ninth,  Bishop  of  Rome,  in  A.  D.  1869,  profess  to  receive 
their  do<5lrinal  decisions,  as  follows: 

'*  IVe  regard  as  consistent  with  Scripture  the  do6lrinal  decisions  of  the  first 
Six  Ecumenical  Councils;  and  because  of  that  consistency  we  receive  those 
decisions  as  expressing  our  own  faith," 

And  Lutheran  theologians  were  among  those  who  approved  the  Declaration 
of  Thorn. 


And  the  formularies  of  all  the  Reformed  Communions  follow  them,  to  a 
great  extent,  on  such  themes  as  the  Trinity,  the  Atonement  by  Christ's  saving 
blood,  the  fallibility  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  and  the  sin  of  worshipping  any- 
thing but  God. 

(D).  A  translation  of  them  is  necessary  as  a  guide  to  Church  and  Slate,  as 
to  the  course  to  be  pursued  by  both  in  the  way  of  duty  to  God  and  man,  and  as  to 
the  relations  which  ought  to  exist  in  a  Christian  slate  between  God's  ministers 
in  spiritual  things,  Bishops,  Presbyters,  and  Deacons,  and  His  ministers  in 
mere  worldly  non-religious  things,  the  civil  and  military  powers  (Rom.  XIII., 
1-8).  For  during  their  time,  A.  D.  325-680  Christianity  was  supreme,  and  as 
being  the  spiritual,  and  therefore  the  higher  power,  guided  the  secular,  and  hence 
the  lower  power,  and  brought  to  pass  in  Christendom  a  foretype  and  foretaste  of 
that  blessed  state  on  earth  for  which  every  truly  Christian  soul  yearns,  when  the 
secular  power  shall  be  absorbed  into  the  spiritual,  in  the  one  Person  of  Christ, 
the  Head  and  Source  of  both,  when  ^^  the  Kingdoms  of  this  world''  shall  have 
'*  becotne  the  Kingdoms  of  our  Lord  and  of  his  Christ"  (Rev.  XI.,  15),  '"when 
He  shall  have  put  down  all  rule  and  all  authority  and  power,"  when  He  shall 
have  **  put  all  enemies  under  His  feet"  (I.  Cor.  XV.,  24,  25),  including  our  cur- 
rapt  low  politicians,  grog-shop  aldermen,  such  for  instance  as  now  rule  New 
York  City,  and  help  Satan  against  Christ  by  leaving  open,  gambling  hells, 
hundreds  of  whore  houses,  and  thousands  of  grog  shops  to  tempt  and  ruin  our 
youth,  to  waste  their  substance,  and  to  send  them  to  early  graves  and  to  hell;  all 
creature-worshipping  rulers,  all  Mohammedan  rulers ;  and  all  unbelieving  Jewish 
legislators,  who  are  now,  alas,  by  an  accursed  and  Christ-forbidden  false  liber- 
alism allowed  in  a  Christian  land  to  judge  Christians  who  are  to  judge  the  world, 
and  even  angels  (I.  Cor.  VI.,  1-8),  and  that  right  against  the  plain  prohibition 
of  Holy  Writ  (I.  Cor.  VI.,  1-8).  For  a  conne<5lion  of  Church  and  state  close, 
blessed,  and  undivided  is  coming  when,  as  we  read  in  Revelations  XX.,  1-8, 
Christ  shall  do  away  the  power  of  Satan  for  a  thousand  years,  and  shall  reign 
during  that  long  period  on  this  earth  with  His  Ap>ostles,  the  heads  of  His  Uni- 
versal Episcopate,  and  the  sound  Bishops  who  have  taught  His  faith,  and  the 
martyrs  who  witnessed  for  him  with  their  blood  against  unbelieving  Judaism  and 
against  creature-invoking  and  image- worshipping  Paganism,  and  with  other 
aaints  of  His  (Rev.  XX.,  1-8  ;  Matt  XIX.,  28). 

The  nearest  approach  to  the  reign  of  Christ  on  earth  in  ancient  times  was 
during  those  times  in  the  periods  A.  D.  325-680,  when  the  Church  was  allowed 
by  the  imperial  powers  to  govern  herself  by  her  own  laws,  the  Canons,  when 
her  Bishops  exercised  without  hindrance  their  canonical  and  New  Testament 
power  over  both  spiritualities  and  her  own  temporalities,  and  faithful  monarchs, 
like  Constantine  the  Great,  Theodosius  the  Great,  and  Marcian,  aided  and  served 
her ;  who  in  protedling  and  fostering  true  religion  and  in  crushing  error,  followed 
in  the  steps  of  the  good  Kings,  David,  Hezekiah  and  Josiah,  and  so  far  made 
Christ's  faith  to  reign  on  earth ;  and  so  Church  and  State  were  blessed  and  pros- 
pered. The  nearest  to  that  state  of  things  in  England  was  when  Edward  VI., 
and  Elizabeth  reigned  there  ;  when  the  Orthodox  who  obeyed  the  law  to 
serve  God  alone  were  given  all  power  in  Church  and  State,  and  images,  formerly 
worshipped,  were  destroyed,  and  creature-worship  was  forbidden  and  crushed, 
and  Orthodox  Bishops  ruled  their  clergy  and  people  according  to  Christ's  Gospel, 


and  in  the  main,  according  to  the  faith  of  ^^  those  Six  Councils  which  were  allowed 
and  received  of  all  merty^  as  the  Second  Part  of  their  Homily  Against  Peril  of 
Idolatry  terms  them.  Therefore  was  England  blessed,  the  Invincible  Armada 
of  idolatrous  Spain  against  her  scattered  and  largely  destroyed  by  God ;  and  the 
little  one  has  become  a  thousand,  and  the  small  one  a  strong  nation,  for  the 
lA>rd  has  hastened  it  in  his  time  (Isaiah  LX.,  22);  so  that  a  realm  which  ut 
Bloody  Mary's  death  had  only  about  4,000,000  of  subjects  and  only  about  100,000 
square  miles,  has  now  more  than  300,000,000  subjects,  and  about  9,000,000 
square  miles  of  land,  that  is  about  one-fifth  or  one-sixth  of  the  earth's  p>opulation 
and  about  one-sixth  of  its  surface.  So  that  true  religion  exalteth  a  nation  now 
as  it  did  in  David's  and  in  Hezekiah's  day.  So  richly  blessed  in  their  results  are 
the  Scriptural  dodlrines  of  the  Six  Councils  of  which  the  Reformers  speak  so 
well  above,  and  which  they  strove  to  follow,  though  some  parts  of  them  were 
not  so  well  known  then  as  how.  But  to-day  the  bulk  of  the  clergy  do  not  know 
them,  and  therefore  they  are  going  astray,  some  to  idolatry,  others  to  infidelity  ; 
and  the  pastors  and  people  are  following  the  God-forbidden  infidel  theories 
which  by  admitting  unbelieWng  Jews,  Anarchists,  Nihilists,  Socialists,  idolatrous 
Romanists,  and  Christianity-persecuting  Mohammedans  to  come  among  us,  to 
be  admitted  to  our  suffrage,  and  so  to  rule  us  in  Church  and  State,  have  resulted 
in  a  silly  attempt  to  mix  irreconcilable  elements,  the  good  and  the  bad  together, 
have  degraded  the  good  to  the  level  of  the  bad,  have  destroyed  the  soleness  of  the 
rule  of  Orthodoxy  and  virtue,  and  have  in  effect  insulted  both,  exalted  evil  and 
ixave  dethroned  Christ  in  our  land,  aye,  have  taken  away  the  canonical  control  of 
the  spiritualities  and  temporalities  of  the  Church  from  the  Bishops  and  put  them 
into  the  hands  of  laymen  and  lay  women  and  often  into  the  hands  of  non-commu- 
nicants.and  even  into  the  hands  of  unbaptized  persons;  so  that  they  rule  the  Bish- 
ops and  clergy  and  take  away  their  freedom  to  proclaim  God's  message  and  enslave 
them,  and  hinder  all  discipline.  And  the  State  as  well  as  the  Church  is  demor- 
alized and  controlled  by  such  Anti-Six  Councils  theories  of  the  infidel  Tom  Jeffer- 
son and  of  our  unbelieving  and  harmful  and  corrupting  press.  And  the  secret 
of  the  prevalence  of  his  Anti-Christian  theories  which  forbid  any  national  sup- 
port of  Christianity  and  omit  any  mention  of  God  in  our  very  defe<5live  constitu- 
tion, and  put  the  Church  under  the  heels  of  the  mere  worldly  unchristian  secular 
power,  and  force  their  own  heresies  as  to  the  control  of  Church  temporalities 
on  the  Church  contrary  to  its  Ecumenical  Canons,  is  tlie  prevalence  of  endless 
heresies  and  schisms  among  us,  occasioned  by  our  ignorance  of  the  Decisions  of 
the  Whole  Church  in  the  VI.  Councils,  and  our  popular  disregard  of  them. 

A  translation  of  them  is  especially  necessar>'  at  this  time  when  there 
is  so  much  of  doubt  and  of  questioning  and  of  agitation  and  strife  regarding 
religion  and  the  proper  relations  of  Church  and  State  in  English-speak- 
ing Christendom;  most  of  which  has  arisen  from  ignorance  of  them,  misrep- 
resentation of  them,  aye,  downright  falsehoods  regarding  their  decisions,  and 
contempt  for  them  based  on  such  lies.  The  consequences  of  such  ignorance  and 
disregard  concerning  them  are  appalling,  for  the  result  is  contempt  for  all 
Church  Authority,  and  the  spread  of  damnable  heresies  such  as  denial  of  the 
Trinity  and  of  Christ's  Divinity,  and  of  the  inspiration  of  the  Holy  Scriptures; 
the  heresy  of  creature-worship  and  of  image-worship,  of  infidelity,  and  of  relig- 
ious anarchy.     Take  the  results  of  ignorance  of  them  in  the  Church  of  England 


for  an  example.  Pusey,  Newman,  and  Keble,  seeing  the  English  Church  to  be 
endangered  by  the  admission  of  Romish  idolaters  and  of  Anti-Episcopalian 
Protestants  to  Parliament  to  share  the  control  of  its  affairs,  started  what  has 
been  termed  the  Oxford  Movement;  but  alas!  were  utterly  ignorant  of  some  of 
their  chief  decisions,  and  especially  of  those  against  all  forms  of  religious  ser- 
vice to  creatures  by  invocation,  bowing,  or  otherwise,  and  against  all  image- 
worship  and  against  all  Consubstantiation  and  Transubstantiation  errors  and 
their  idolatrous  sequences.  So  while  denouncing  it  as  absurd  for  each  ignor- 
amus to  interpret  the  Bible  according  to  his  private  fancy,  they  fell  into  the 
worse  absurdity  of  interpreting  it  and  the  Fathers  and  early  Christian  writers 
by  their  own  private  fancies — right  against  the  final  and  Holy-Ghost-aided  and 
irreversible  decisions  of  the  Six  God-led  Ecumenical  Councils.  For*  they  all  fell 
into  creature- worship  abhorred  of  God  and  condemned  by  them,  started  afresh 
the  Nestorian  Theodoret's  heresy  on  the  Eucharist  which  St  Cyril  of  Alexan- 
dria well  opposed  and  was  approved  in  effect  for  so  doing  by  the  Third  Synod, 
led  or  sent  hundreds  of  the  Anglican  clergy  and  thousands  of  Anglican  laics  to 
the  idolatrous  Roman  Communion,  brought  the  rest  of  the  Anglican  clergy  and 
the  Church  of  England  itself  into  suspicion  of  idolatrizing  and  Romanizing,  a 
suspicion  deserved  and  just  in  the  case  of  hundreds  of  them,  largely  injured 
its  once  great  power  as  a  guide  and  support  to  the  English  people  in  the  State  to 
make  their  policy  Christian,  Protestant,  and  moral,  and  gave  occasion  to 
strengthen  the  idolatrous  and  degrading  forces  of  Rome  on  the  one  hand,  and 
of  blasphemous  population-depleting  Bradlaughism,  infidelity,  and  anarchy  on 
the  other.  So  that  the  state  of  England  is  to-day  poor  enough,  and  its  punish- 
ment in  the  loss  of  India  or  worse  not  far  distant.  A  less  general  backsliding 
toward  Romish  creature-invocation,  altar-worship,  and  image- worship,  in  Arch- 
bishop Laud's  days  brought  God's  curse  in  the  form  of  the  Cromwellian 
Scourge  on  Church  and  State,  reddened  the  fields  of  England  with  the  blood  of 
its  own  sons  shed  in  mutual  slaughters,  disestablished  the  Church,  beggared  its 
clergy,  and  brought  to  the  block  Laud  himself,  who  had  befouled  the  churches 
by  reintroducing  into  them  again  images  of  jealousy  which  provoke  the  Jealous 
God  to  Jealousy  (Exodus  XX.,  2-7;  Jeremiah  VII.,  17-21;  Psalm  LXXVIII.,  58, 
etc.;  Ezekiel  VIII.,  3,  5,  10;  I.  Kings  XIV.,  22,  23,  etc.):  aye,  that  backsliding 
into  those  sins  brought  to  the  block  King  Charles  I.  also,  who  had  sinned 
by  marrying,  contrary  to  the  law  of  God,  an  idolatrous  wife,  Henrietta  of 
France,  and  allowing  her  to  have  idolatrous  priests  about  her,  to  fiaunt  their 
paganism  in  the  eyes  of  his  Orthodox  people,  and  so  to  influence  his  sons 
that  both  were  at  heart  idolaters,  and  evil  Kings,  and  so  died,  and  when 
his  line  was  driven  justly  from  the  throne,  the  descendants  of  the  last  one, 
James  II.,  by  their  successive  invasions  and  stirrings  up  of  rebellions,  kept  the 
British  Islands  in  disquiet  and  agitation,  and  brought  on  them  for  a  long  period 
internecine  quarrels,  divisions,  confli<5ts,  slaughters,  deaths,  and  confiscations, 
till  the  last  of  the  idolatrous  line  died  a  Cardinal  of  Rome  and  ended  his  family 
and  his  life  together.  Moreover,  as  the  backsliding  into  Romish  paganizing  is 
greater  in  the  Anglican  Communion  in  our  day  than  it  was  then,  it  may  deser- 
vedly expect  a  greater  punishment  than  came  tlien,  unless  its  repentance  be 
speedy  and  its  reform  thorough  and  the  Churches  be  cleansed  and  purified 
again  and  all  the  idolatrous  clerg>'  be  deposed,  and  those  of  them  who  are  dead, 
and  especially,  Pusey,  Keble  and  Newman,  be  anathematized. 


This  series,  if  published,  by  the  authority  of  the  Ecumenically  appiove  \ 
utterances  in  them  will  help  on  those  pious  ends,  and  will  repay  ten  thousand 
fold  in  blessings  the  comparatively  small  amounts  asked«  and  given  by  Orthodox 
servants  of  Christ  to  publish  them. 

On  the  Continent  of  Europe,  ignorance  of  the  Six  Synods  and  disregard  for 
them  among  the  Presbyterians  (there  called  Reformed),  and  among  the  Luther- 
ans, has  resulted  in  a  lai^ge  spread  among  them  of  Socinianism,  Arianism,  and 
neglect  of  the  best  things  in  their  own  Formularies,  which  had  been  incor- 
porated into  them  from  the  Six  Ecumenical  Councils. 

And  in  our  own  country,  the  results  of  ignorance  of  the  Six  Synods  are 
130  different  Denominations,  and  an  endless  number  of  schisms  and  heresies, 
and  quarrels  extended  to  almost  e^'ery  town,  and  to  family  after  family,  so 
that  we  often  have  four  rival  places  of  worship  where  we  can  support  only 
one,  the  confusing  and  bewildering  of  souls,  and  the  weakening  of  Pro- 
testantism, the  admission  of  foreign-bom  creature-servers  and  unbelieving 
Jews,  and  Nihilists  and  Anarchists  to  a  share  in  governing  a  Christian  Re- 
formed people,  and  the  spread  of  error  and  the  weakening  among  us  of 
that  righteousness  which  alone  exalteth  a  nation  and  the  consequent  demor- 
alizing of  the  State,  so  that  we  have  one  of  the  most  extravagant  and 
corrupt  General  Governments  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  Indeed,  our  divorce 
laws  are  often  positively  Anti-Christian.  And  the  Tweedism  and  corruption 
of  some  of  our  cities  ruled  by  the  rabble  and  the  low  political  newspaper  is 
a  burning  shame,  so  that  as  a  nation,  though  nominally  professing  the  Christian 
faith,  we  have  deposed  Christ,  to  whom  all  power  justly  belongs  in  heaven  and 
earth,  for  they  have  been  given  Him  by  His  Father  (Matt  XXVIII.,  18),  and 
whose  laws  are  obligatory  on  us  all  to  the  exclusion  of  all  which  oppose  them, 
and  we  have  downed  intelligent  Christian  men  and  their  laws  and  have,  like 
idiots  and  criminals,  admitted  to  their  places  those  eledled  by  degraded  Romish 
idolaters  from  Ireland,  or  Germany,  or  Italy,  or  Poland,  or  Bohemia,  or  Turkey  in 
Asia,  or  Canada,  many  of  whom  can  not  read,  whose  fate  is  hopeless  in  their 
idolatry  (Rev.  XXI.,  8),  or  by  Christianity-hating  and  Christ-reje<5ting,  ignorant 
and  lying  and  cheating  Russian  Talmudical  Jews  who  belong  to  what  St.  John 
calls  "///^  Synagogue  of  Satan,'''  and  who  by  Christian  law  can  not  be  saved 
(Mark  XVI.,  16 ;  John  III.  36;  Rev.  XXI.,  8,  etc);  so  that  we  are  ruled  in  our 
own  land,  in  our  largest  city,  New  York,  and  el.sewhere,  by  aliens  to  our  race 
and  to  our  religion  and  to  God's  laws;  and  we  have  even  given  them  practically 
the  casting  vote  in  our  National,  and,  in  places,  in  our  State  ele<5lions,  so  that  we 
have  pra(5lically  become  their  servants  and  they  our  masters,  no  matter  how 
ignorant  or  vicious  or  Christ-hating  they  are.  The  Christ-rejedling  hordes  of 
Polish  Jews  who  have  been  a  curse  in  every  land  where  they  have  ever  been 
since  they  were  cast  off  by  Christ,  and  who  have  ruined  the  peasantry  and  busi- 
VLtss  men  of  parts  of  Germany,  Russia,  Poland,  and  Roumania,  and  whom 
Christian  governments  wish  to  get  rid  of  in  justice  to  their  own  people  and  to 
induce  to  return  to  Palestine,  which  is  their  country  and  is  now  open  to  them, 
will  not  go  tliither.  but  taking  advantage  of  our  loose  and  idiotic  laws  which  are 
traitorous  to  the  best  interests  of  our  own  Christian  American  people,  come  here 
by  the  hundred  thousand,  and  after  going  through  the  farce  of  renouncing  not 
their  own  Jewish  nationality,  but  a  nationality  which  was  never  theirs  truly. 


snch  as  Russia,  Austria,  etc.,  become  citizens  equal  in  every  right  to  ourselves 
who  were  bom  here,  get  our  houses  and  lands  into  their  own  hands,  make  some 
of  us  mere  tenants  at  their  will,  become  oiu*  lawyers,  and  in  some  cases  even  our 
law-makers  and  judges,  as  in  New  York  City  and  State  now;  get,  through  our 
folly,  the  trade  of  our  Christian  merchants  who  help  to  support  our  Churches, 
though  Christian  law  tells  us  to  do  good  ^'especially  unto  than  who  are  of  the 
household  of  faith  '*  (Galat.  VI.,  lo),  drive  them  out  of  busine«^  and  to  povert>% 
and  use  the  wealth  gotten  from  our  Christian  people  to  support  the  synagogue 
which  opposes  Christ  and  his  religion.  For  instance,  within  the  last  forty  years 
they  have  driven  out  the  old  American  merchants  from  Broadway  and  made  it 
a  foreigfu,  alien,  Jewish  street,  and  largely  control  the  dry  goods  trade  of  New 
York  City.  So  that  they  are  absorbing  our  wealth,  for  they  hang  together 
against  us,  and  one  has  said  that  they  would  soon  have  the  importing  trade  of 
the  United  States  in  their  hands.  Some  of  our  papers  are  owned  by  them  and 
others  employ  Jewish  writers,  and  they  exert  a  baleful  influence  against  us,  and 
against  our  religion,  for  they  are  hostile  to  Christ  and  Christianity. 

Besides, the  partisans  of  that  slaughtering  Creed  of  the  impostor  Mohammed, 
whose  Koran  proclaims  war  against  us  and  orders  its  votaries  to  kill  us  or  to 
reduce  us  to  pay  tribute  to  them,  and  to  become  their  subjects,  taking  advantage 
of  our  accursed  false  liberalism  which  permits  them,  have  set  up  proselyting  estab- 
lishments in  England,  and  threaten  us  here.  And  the  Jew,  who  in  Spain,  as 
Gibbon  in  his  Decline  and  Fall  of  the  Roman  Empire  shovfs,  ungratefully  united 
with  them  against  the  Spaniard  who  had  suffered  his  evil  presence  for  centuries, 
will  unite  with  them  here  when  it  becomes  his  interest  to  do  so,  if  we  do  not 
compel  him  to  return  to  his  own  country,  which  is  now  open  to  him,  as  Egypt, 
near  it,  also  is. 

And  we  are  getting  the  most  superstitions  and  ignorant  populations  of  the 
East,  and  making  them  the  equals  in  governing  our  country,  of  our  own  intelli- 
gent native  bom  American  people.  We  are  said,  for  instance,  to  have  already 
about  10,000  of  those  bigoted  and  idolatrous  Syrian  Papists,  formerly  Monothe- 
lites,  the  Maronites,  the  chief  partisans  of  Rome  in  the  East,  and  they  and  such 
are  pouring  in  fast  upon  us  to  curse  us.  And  so  the  blood-poisoning  of  the 
national  and  social  body  politic  goes  on. 

Besides  we  have  vast  numbers  of  low  down  debased,  ignorant  and  supersti- 
tions and  bigoted  Romish  Poles,  Lithuanians,  Bohemians,  Canadian  French, 
and  Italians,  who  are  alien  to  us  in  language,  race  and  religion,  who  deem  us 
heretics,  and  some  of  them  would  deprive  us  of  the  right  to  rule  our  own  country 
if  they  had  the  power,  and  in  places  they  do  rule  us  even  now.  Oh!  the  folly  of 
giving  them  the  suffrage  in  our  land,  not  theirs,  and  that  power  with  it.  We 
have  degraded  the  sufi&age  and  ourselves  at  the  same  time,  and  ruined  our 
country  to  please  our  wind-bag  politicians  and  editors. 

We  have  been  sadly  remiss  in  neglecting  religious  unity  in  truth.  But  con- 
sider the  trouble  constantly  made  for  Church  and  State  by  a  Romish  minority 
in  Germany,  Ireland,  and  Canada,  and  by  Manichaeans  and  by  Moliamniedans 
when  they  once  got  a  foothold  in  the  Middle  Ages  in  a  Christian  land,  and  by 
infidel  Communists  in  France,  and  you  w^ill  see  tliat  few  curses  can  be  greater 
than  disunity  in  religion,  and  thAt  religous  unity  is  the  guard  of  national  unity. 
Christianity-hating  Jews,  Mohammedans,  and  creature-worshipping  Romanists, 


if  we  do  not  guard  against  it,  will  come  into  our  heritage,  make  marriages  with 
us,  introduce  and  spread  their  errors  among  us,  pervert  the  sons  and  daughters 
of  our  people,  as  indeed  they  often  have,  secure  through  the  demagogueism  of  our 
good-for-nothing  politicians  a  right  to  share  the  government  of  oiu* Municipal  and 
State  and  National  affairs  with  us,  and  become  to  us  what  Joshna  said  the 
Canaanites  would  be  to  the  Israelites  if  they  intermarried  with  them.  "  They 
shall  be,''  said  he,  *"  snares  and  traps  unto  yoUy  and  scourges  in  your  sides,  and 
thorns  in  your  eyes,  until  ye  perish  from  off  this  good  land  which  the  Lord  your 
God  hath  given  you.''  (Joshua  XXIII.,  13).  They  are  such  to  us  now  in  our 
great  cities.  Witness  Americans  driven  out  of  business  by  foreign  Jews,  New 
York  City  government  in  the  hands  of  Romanists,  and  the  90  murders  by  the 
Italian  Mafia  in  New  Orleans. 

Against  those  terrible  evils  the  Bishops  and  the  Clergy  must  lead  now,  as 
they  always  have.  The  politicians  and  demagogues  who  wish  votes  and  place 
and  money  will  not.  The  spiritual  forces  are  always  chief  in  saving  and  lifting 
the  individual,  the  family  and  the  nation. 

With  all  the  faults  of  the  two  corrupt  Churches  of  the  Middle  Ages,  each  of 
them  at  least  unified  the  Christian  nations  under  it  and  held  them  up  against 
Mohammedanism  and  Manichaeism,  till  the  Reformation  came  which  gave  the 
Christians  victory  against  them.  It  was  the  Reformation  and  the  Reformed 
Church  in  England  which  saved  and  lifted  the  English  people  and  made  the 
Anglo-Saxons  powerful.  And  nothing  but  a  sound  Christianity,  sober,  without 
paganizing  and  without  idolatrizing,  and  on  the  baisis  of  the  Six  Synods  of  the 
whole  church  can  save  us  from  Satan's  chief  ally,  the  false  liberalism  which 
spurns  Christian  faith  and  Christian  pradlice.  and  gives  the  Devil  as  much  freedom 
in  a  Christian  State,  aye,  often  more  freedom  and  sway,  than  Christ  himself.  We 
can  not  look  to  the  press.  It  is  corrupt,  and  largely  Anti-Christian,  and  falsely 
liberal.  We  must  look  to  Christ's  Gospel  and  to  His  Sound  Church  which  He 
commands  us  to  hear. 

• 

Moreover,  another  great  peril  may  soon  assail  us,  as  the  Romish  Centre 
party  in  the  German  ParUament  assails  the  Reformed  in  Germany  and  as  the 
Irish  Pope's  Brass  Band  under  Pamell,  etc.,  assails  the  Faith  in  the  British 
Parliament,  for  some  Romish  editors  are  trying  to  weld  all  the  foreign  Romish 
elements  among  us  into  a  so-called  Catholic  Party,  into  one  mass  to  rule  and 
dominate  us  in  our  own  land  which  has  been  built  up  by  our  own  faith.  And 
yet  we  are  divided,  split  up  inio  so  many  sects  that  we  are  not  in  a  fit  position  to 
defend  ourselves  in  our  own  home.  We  must  then  unite  to  save  our  nation  and 
the  Reformed  faith  which  has  elevated  us  and  made  us  what  we  are ;  and  to  do 
so,  we  must  return  to  the  utterances  of  the  Holy-Ghost-led  Six  Synods  of  the  Chris- 
tian world  and  manage  Church  and  State  in  accordance  with  them,  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  theories  of  low  pot-house  Politicians  and  Infidels  and  Radicals  and 
Romanists,  and  falsely-styled  Liberals,  who  have  substituted  sometimes  for  Chris- 
tian statesmanship  and  the  sway  of  religion  and  virtue  and  intelligence,  the  sway 
of  irreligion  and  vice  and  ignorance  and  superstition,  and  who  have  already  wreck- 
ed so  many  of  our  city  governments,  and  made  them  the  scorn  of  thinking  men 
and  their  plaj^ue  and  curse,  and  clear  and  permanent  proofs  of  the  incapacity  of 
such  errorists  to  rule.  We  nmst,  in  order  to  rally  our  disordered  and  disorganized 
forces  to  resist  them,  have  a  centre  of  Christian  faith  and  order,  and  that  exists 


